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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Temporary  Boards  and  Commissions 

Section  213.3199  is  amended  to  show 
that  positions  at  GS-15  and  below  on 
the  staff  of  the  Presidential  Task  Force 
on  International  Development  Coopera¬ 
tion  are  excepted  under  Schedule  A 
imtil  June  30,  1970.  Effective  on  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register,  para¬ 
graph  (c)  Is  added  to  §  213.3199  as  set 
out  below. 

§213.3199  Temporary  Boards  and 
Commissions. 

«  *  «  •  « 

(c)  Presidential  Task  Force  on  In¬ 
ternational  Development  Cooperation. 
(1)  Until  June  30,  1970,  positions  at 
GS-15  and  below. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR  1954- 
58  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-12544;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Confidential  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
International  Affairs  is  excepted  under 
Schedule  C.  Effective  on  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  subparagraph 
(28)  is  added  under  paragraph  (a)  of 
§  213.3315  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Inter- 
(28)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to 
national  Affairs. 

***** 

(6  U.S.C.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CFR  1964- 
58  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-12643;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Consumer  and  Marketing 

Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 

Marketing  Practices),  Department  of 

Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  A— COMMODITY  STANDARDS  AND 
STANDARD  CONTAINER  REGULATIONS 

PART  29— TOBACCO  INSPECTION 
Subpart  C — Standards 

Wisconsin  Standard  Grades 

On  September  4,  1969,  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  regarding  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Official  Standard  Grades 
for  Wisconsin  Cigar-binder  Tobacco  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (34 
F.R.  14035). 

Statement  of  consideration.  Grade 
standards  for  tobacco  are  issued  under 
the  authority  of  the  Tobacco  Inspection 
Act  of  1935  which  provides  for  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  official  U.S.  grades  to  designate 
different  levels  of  quality  for  the  use  of 
producers  and  buyers.  Official  grading 
service  is  also  provided  under  the  Act 
on  both  a  mandatory  and  a  permissive 
basis.  This  service  is  rendered  free  of 
charge  when  performed  on  designated 
auction  markets.  When  inspection  is 
made  at  the  request  of  an  owner  or  other 
person  financially  interested,  a  fee  is 
charged  to  cover  the  cost  of  the  service. 

The  notice  of  proposed  amendment 
included  proposals  to  (1)  lower  length 
specifications  for  grade  B3  from  19  to  17 
Inches,  (2)  raise  body  specifications  for 
grade  B3  from  heavy  to  medium,  and  (3) 
delete  the  word  “natural”  from  the  defi¬ 
nition  for  the  Binder  (B  Group) .  Grower 
representation  requested  the  changes  in 
the  length  and  body  specifications  for 
grade  B3.  The  lowering  of  length  speci¬ 
fications  for  grade  B3  to  17  inches  ex¬ 
cludes  tobacco  placed  in  this  grade  from 
qualifying  as  natural  binder,  therefore 
deletion  of  the  word  “natural”  from  the 
B  group  definition  is  essential. 

Favorable  response  to  the  three 
changes  was  received  during  discussion 
of  the  proposed  amendment  with  the 
trade. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment.  After  consideration  of  all 
such  relevant  matter  as  was  presented  by 
interested  persons,  the  amendment  as  so 
proposed  is  adopted.  The  amendment  is 
set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  30  days  following  the 
date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  16th 
day  of  October  1969. 

G.  R.  Grange, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

1.  In  §  29.6126  the  word  “natural”  is 
deleted  from  the  heading  for  Binder  (B 
Group) . 

2.  Also  in  §  29.6126  U.S.  grade  B3  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

B3  Low  Quality  Binder.  Medium,  ripe, 
firm,  semielastic,  normal  strength  and 
width,  and  17  Inches  or  over  in  length.  Uni¬ 
formity,  70  percent;  injury  tolerance,  30 
percent. 

(49  Stat.  734;  7  U.S.C.  511m) 

(PR.  Doc.  69-12561;  Piled.  Oct.  20.  1969; 
8:47  am.) 


Chapter  VIII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Sugar),  Department  of  Agriculture 
SUBCHAPTER  I — DETERMINATION  OF  PRICES 
PART  874 — SUGARCANE;  LOUISIANA 

Fair  and  Reasonable  Prices  for  1969 
Crop 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  69-12045  appearing  at 
page  15637  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
October  9,  1969,  the  words  “Houman, 
La.”  in  the  sixth  line  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  should  read  “Houma,  La.”. 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  925— FRESH  PRUNES  GROWN 
IN  DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN 
IDAHO  AND  IN  MALHEUR  COUNTY, 
OREG. 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment 

On  October  4,  1969,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (34  FJl.  15486)  regarding  pro¬ 
posed  expenses,  and  the  related  rate  of 
assessment  for  the  fiscal  period  July  1, 
1969,  through  June  30,  1970,  pursuant 
to  the  marketing  agreement  and  order 
No.  925  (7  CFR  Part  925) ,  regulating  the 
handling  of  fresh  prunes  grown  in  desig¬ 
nated  counties  in  Idaho  and  in  Malheur 
County,  Oreg.  This  regulatory  program 
is  effective  imder  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  After  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  relevant  matters  pre¬ 
sented,  including  the  proposals  set  forth 
in  such  notice  which  were  sut^mltted  by 
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the  Idaho-Malheur  County,  Oreg.,  Fresh 
Prune  Marketing  Committee  (established 
pursuant  to  said  marketing  agreement 
and  order) ,  it  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined  that: 

§  925.209  Expenses  and  rale  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

la)  Expenses.  Elxpenses  that  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by  the 
Idaho-Malheur  County,  Oreg.,  Fresh 
Prune  Marketing  Committee  during  the 
fiscal  period  July  1,  1969,  through  June 
30,  1970,  will  amount  to  $5,645. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  said  period,  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with  §  925.41, 
is  fixed  at  $0,005  per  one-half  bushel  or 
equivalent  quantity  of  fresh  prunes. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  until  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  in  that  (1)  shipments  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  crop  of  fresh  prunes  grown  in  the 
designated  production  area  are  now 
being  made;  (2)  the  relevant  provisions 
of  said  marketing  agreement  and  this 
part  require  that  the  rate  of  assessment 
herein  fixed  shall  be  applicable  to  all 
assessable  prunes  handled  during  the 
aforesaid  period;  and  (3)  such  period 
began  on  July  1,  1969,  and  said  rate  of 
assessment  will  automatically  apply  to 
all  such  prunes  beginning  with  such 
date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  October  15,  1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Acting  Director.  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

(P.R.  Doc.  69-12532;  Piled,  Oct.  20.  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


PART  984 — WALNUTS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA,  OREGON,  AND 
WASHINGTON 

Marketing  Control  Percentages  for 
1969—70  Marketing  Year 

Notice  was  published  in  the  October  3, 
1969,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (34 
F.R.  15420)  regarding  a  proposal,  unani¬ 
mously  recommended  by  the  Walnut 
Control  Board,  to  establish  marketable 
and  surplus  percentages  for  walnuts  dur¬ 
ing  the  1969-70  marketing  year.  The  year 
began  August  1,  1969.  The  establishment 
of  such  percentages  is  in  accordance  with 
the  relevant  provisions  of  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
984,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  984).  The 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  order 
regulate  the  handling  of  .walnuts  grown 
in  California,  Oregon,  and  Washington, 
and  are  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
opportunity  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  on  the  proposal. 
None  were  submitted  within  the  pre¬ 
scribed  time. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ter  presented,  including  that  in  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  information  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  submitted  by  the  Board,  and  other 
available  information,  it  is  foimd  that 
establishment  of  marketable  and  sur¬ 
plus  percentages  as  hereinafter  set  forth 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  Act. 

Therefore,  the  marketable  and  surplus 
percentages  for  walnuts  dui’ing  the  1969- 
70  marketing  year  are  established  as 
follows : 

§  984.216  Marketable  anti  surplus  per¬ 
centages  for  walnuts  during  the 
1969—70  marketing  year. 

The  marketable  and  surplus  percent¬ 
ages  during  the  marketing  year  begin¬ 
ning  August  1,  1969,  shall  be  as  follows: 


Oregon- 

California 

Washing- 

District  1 

ton 

District  2 

Marketable  percentage . 

_  82 

'.U 

Surplus  percentage . 

_  18 

9 

It  is  further  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
time  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  in  that:  (1)  The  relevant 
provisions  of  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  this  part  require  that 
marketable  and  surplus  percentages  des¬ 
ignated  for  a  particular  marketing  year 
shall  be  applicable  to  all  walnuts  during 
such  year;  and  (2)  the  current  1969-70 
marketing  year  began  August  1,  1969, 
and  the  percentages  established  herein 
will  automatically  apply  to  all  such  wal¬ 
nuts  beginning  with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  October  16, 1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 

Acting  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
[F.R.  Doc.  69-12562;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.l 

Title  32-NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the 

Air  Force 

SUBCHAPTER  A — ADMINISTRATION 

PART  806— DISCLOSURE  OF 
UNCLASSIFIED  RECORDS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Part  806  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  Section  806.4  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (d) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  806.4  Specific  policies  on  disclosure. 

*  «  *  *  • 

(d)  A  requester  must  be  reasonably 
specific  in  identifying  each  record  he 
would  like  made  available.  •  •  * 

*  t  *  «  « 


2.  Section  806.8  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (d) . 

§  806.8  Identifying  material  requested. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(d)  Standard  Form  180,  “Request 
Pertaining  to  Military  Records”,  is  used 
by  Federal  agencies  to  obtain  informa¬ 
tion  from  military  service  records  that 
are  in  the  National  Personnel  Records 
Center  (Military  Personnel  Records). 
Agencies  may  furnish  copies  of  SF  180 
to  the  public  to  facilitate  imofficial  in¬ 
quiries  and  may  direct  nongovernment 
organizations  to  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents  to  purchase  quantities  of  the 
form. 

3.  Section  806.9  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (c)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (i)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  806.9  Addressing  requests. 

***** 

(c)  For  matters  of  record  concerning 
civilian  employees  no  longer  employed 
in  the  Federal  service:  National  Person¬ 
nel  Records  Center,  GSA  (Civilian  Per¬ 
sonnel  Records),  111  Winnebago  Street, 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  63118. 

«  *  «  «  « 

(i)  For  records  retired  to  records  cen¬ 
ters  or  other  repositories:  See  AFM  181-5, 
AFM  12-50. 

§  806.10  [Amended] 

4.  Section  806.10  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  last  entry  in  the  third  column 
from  “FRC  (MPR)  GS,  111  Winnebago 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63118”  to  “National 
Personnel  Records  Center  (MPR),  9700 
Page  Boulevard,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63132”. 

(Sec.  8012,  70A  stat.  488;  10  U.S.C.  8012,  5 
U.S.C.  552;  DoD  Directive  5400.7,  June  1967, 
except  as  otherwise  noted) 

[Change  1,  Sept.  5,  1969  to  AFR  12-30, 
July  16,  1969] 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 

Alexander  J.  Palenscar,  Jr., 
Colonel.  U.S.  Air  Force,  Chief, 
Special  Activities  Group.  Of¬ 
fice  of  The  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12563;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 

SUBCHAPTER  J — CIVILIAN  PERSONNEL 

PART  890— EMPLOYMENT  POLICIES 

Part  890  of  Chapter  VII  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  revised  as  follows: 
Sec. 

890.0  Purpose. 

890.2  •  Policy. 

890.4  Competitive  and  excepted  services. 
890.6  Qualification  requirements. 

890.8  Suitability  and  security  factors. 

890.10  Releasing  employees. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
890  issued  under  sec.  8012,  70A  Stat.  488;  10 
U.S.C.  8012. 

Source:  AFR 40-301, October  14, 1968. 

§  890.0  Purpose. 

This  part  contains  information  needed 
by  commanders,  civilian  personnel  oflS- 
ces,  other  staff  offices,  and  supervisors  of 
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civilian  personnel.  It  does  not  apply  to 
the  employment  of  non-U.S.  citizens  in 
foreign  areas  or  Guam,  or  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  local  civilians  in  the  Canal  Zone. 

§  890.2  Policy. 

Civilian  positions  are  filled  on  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  merit  and  qualification,  without 
regard  to  race,  religion,  sex,  color,  na¬ 
tional  origin,  physical  handicap,  marital 
status,  age,  political  affiliation,  or  mem¬ 
bership  in  any  lawful  group.  While 
supervisors  may  specify  that  a  particular 
position  requires  men  only — or  women 
only — the  restriction  must  be  clearly 
justified,  and  the  reasons  given  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  review. 

§  890.4  TTie  competitive  and  excepted 
services. 

Most  civilian  positions  in  the  Air  Force 
are  in  the  competitive  Civil  Service. 
Usually,  an  employee  acquires  career- 
conditional  status  after  open  competitive 
examination  and  is  subject  to  the  satis¬ 
factory  completion  of  a  1-year  proba¬ 
tionary  period.  After  3  years  of  sub¬ 
stantially  continuous  service,  he  achieves 
career  status.  The  excepted  service  is 
composed  of  certain  positions  that  are 
exempt  from  the  competitive  service  by 
Civil  Service  Commission  (CSC)  rules 
and  statutes.  Schedule  A,  B,  or  C  includes 
persons  who  are  given  excepted  appoint¬ 
ments  and  do  not  acquire  competitive 
status.  Schedule  C  positions  are  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  only. 

§  890.6  Qualification  requirements. 

The  CSC  establishes  qualification  re¬ 
quirements  and  guidelines  for  all  posi¬ 
tions  in  the  competitive  and  excepted 
service.  Any  modification  of  the  require¬ 
ments  must  be  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Qualification  requirements  are: 
The  minimum  experience,  training,  edu¬ 
cation  and  physical  standards  that  are 
essential  to  the  satisfactory  performance 
of  the  position  involved. 

§  890.8  Suitability  and  security  factors. 

Candidates  for  civilian  positions  must 
be  reliable,  of  good  conduct  and  charac¬ 
ter,  and  completely  loyal  to  the  United 
States.  The  central  civilian  personnel 
office  makes  written  and  oral  preselection 
inquiries  of  former  employers,  fellow 
workers,  and  other  knowledgeable 
sources  to  evaluate  a  candidate’s  quali¬ 
fications  and  suitability.  The  selecting 
supervisor  must  also  appraise  the  candi¬ 
date’s  general  suitability  before  making 
a  commitment  or  selection.  The  candi¬ 
date  is  also  subject  to  security  program 
requirements  before  the  final  selection  is 
made. 

§890.10  Releasing  employees. 

Employees  will  not  be  restricted  from 
accepting  position  offers  from  either  an¬ 
other  Air  Force  activity  or  another  Fed¬ 
eral  agency.  Accordingly,  an  employee 
will  be  released  promptly  to  another 
position.  Normally,  this  is  no  more  than 
20  calendar  days  after  the  notice  of 
selection  to  the  losing  supervisor.  The 
supervisor  may  request  an  extension  of 
10  additional  days  to  train  a  replace¬ 
ment,  but  in  no  case  will  he  be  per¬ 


mitted  to  jeopardize  an  employee’s  trans¬ 
fer  by  delaying  the  release  date. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 

Alexander  J.  Palenscar,  Jr., 
Colonel,  U.S.  Air  Force,  Chief, 
Special  Activities  Group,  Of¬ 
fice  of  The  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-12564;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:47  am.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  X — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-37;  Sub-No.  16] 

PART  1048— COMMERCIAL  ZONES 
Sioux  City,  Iowa 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Review  Board  Num¬ 
ber  2,  held  at  its  office  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  the  9th  day  of  October  1969. 

It  appearing,  that  on  November  26, 
1946,  the  Commission,  division  5,  made 
and  entered  its  report,  46  M.C.C.  665, 
and  order  in  this  proceeding  establish¬ 
ing  a  population-mileage  formula  for 
the  definition  of  the  zone  adjacent  to 
and  commercially  a  part  of  each  munic¬ 
ipality  in  the  United  States,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions  which  did  not  include 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  49  CFR  1048.101; 

It  further  appearing,  that  by  petition 
filed  March  19,  1969,  Iowa  Beef  Packers, 
Inc.,  seeks  specific  definition  and  ex¬ 
tension  in  certain  respects  of  the  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  commercial  zone; 

And  it  further  appearing,  that  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  matters  and  things  in¬ 
volved  in  said  petition  having  been 
made,  and  said  review  board  having 
made  and  filed  a  report  herein  contain¬ 
ing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions 
thereon,  which  report  is  hereby  made  a 
part  hereof: 

And  good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  said  proceeding 
insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  zone  adja¬ 
cent  to  and  commercially  a  part  of  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  re¬ 
opened  for  further  consideration. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  part  1048 
of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended 
by  adding  §  1048.38  thereto,  reading  as 
follows: 

§  1048.38  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

The  zone  adjacent  to  and  commer¬ 
cially  a  part  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  within 
which  transportation  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  not 
imder  a  common  control,  management, 
or  arrangement  for  a  continuous  car¬ 
riage  or  shipment  to  or  from  a  point 
beyond  such  zone,  is  partially  exempt 
from  regulation  imder  section  203(b) 
(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  303(b)(8))  includes  and  is  com¬ 
prised  of  all  points  as  follows; 

(a)  ’The  area  which  would  result  by 
application  of  the  general  formula  pro¬ 


mulgated  in  §  1048.101;  and,  in  addition 
thereto, 

(b)  'That  area  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Intersection  of  Interstate 
Highway  29  and  the  line  described  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  and  ex¬ 
tending  southeasterly  along  Interstate 
Highway  29  to  its  intersection  with  the 
Liberty-Lakeport  Township,  Iowa,  line, 
thence  westerly  along  the  Liberty-Lake¬ 
port  Township,  Iowa,  line  to  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River,  thence  northerly  along  the 
east  bank  of  the  Missouri  River  to  its 
intersection  with  the  line  described  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  thence 
along  the  line  described  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  to  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning.  (49  Stat.  543,  as  amended;  544, 
as  amended;  546,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C. 
302,  303,  304.) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  become  effective  on  November  24, 
1969,  and  shall  continue  in  effect  until 
further  order  of  the  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion,  except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  denied. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof 
in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  2. 

[seal]  Andrew  J.  Anthony,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12551;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  B — Exemption  of  Certain 
Food  Additives  From  the  Require¬ 
ment  of  Tolerances 

Cyclamic  Acid  and  Its  Salts 

On  the  basis  of  animal  studies  recently 
reported  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  by  Abbott  Laboratories,  and  the 
review  of  the  studies  and  the  underlying 
data  by  experts  in  the  National  Cancer 
Institute,  by  an  outside  consultant,  and 
by  an  ad  hoc  Committee  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences-National  Research 
Council,  Food  Protection  Committee,  the 
CTommissioner  concludes  that  cyclamates 
can  no  longer  be  regarded  as  generally 
recognized  as  safe  for  use  in  food. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  201(s),  72  Stat.  1784, 
21  UJS.C.  321  (s) ;  sec.  409,  72  Stat.  1785, 
21  U.S.C.  348  and  sec.  701(a),  52  Stat. 
1055,  21  UB.C.  371(a))  and  under  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
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(21  CPR  2.120),  Part  121  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  121.101  Substances  that  are 
generally  recognized  as  safe  is  amended 
by  deleting  from  paragraph  (d)  (4)  the 
items  “Calcium  cyclamate  (calcium  cy¬ 
clohexyl  sulfamate) “Magnesium  cyc¬ 
lamate  (magnesium  cyclohexyl  sulfa¬ 
mate),”  “Potassium  cyclamate  (potas¬ 
sium  cyclohexyl  sulfamate),”  and  “So¬ 
dium  cyclamate  (sodium  cyclohexyl  sul¬ 
famate) 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 


(Sec.  201(8),  72  Stat.  1784,  21  U.S.C.  321  (s); 
sec.  409,  72  Stat.  1785,  21  U.S.C.  348;  sec. 
701(a),  62  Stat.  1055,  21  U.S.C.  371(a) ) 

Cyclamates  and  artificially  sweetened 
products  intended  for  use  in  the  dietary 
management  of  disease  in  man,  includ¬ 
ing  the  management  of  such  diseases  as 
diabetes  and  obesity,  should  be  relabeled 
promptly  to  comply  with  the  drug  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  law  if  they  are  to  continue 
on  the  market.  Drugs  containing  cycla¬ 
mates  for  nontherapeutic  use  should  be 
withdrawn  by  July  1, 1970. 

The  Commissioner  finds  that  existing 
stocks  of  artificially  sweetened  bever¬ 
ages  and  packaged  mixes  for  the  prep¬ 


aration  of  such  beverages  for  general 
use  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  mar¬ 
ket  between  the  date  of  this  order  and 
January  1,  1970.  The  Commissioner  fur¬ 
ther  finds  that  other  artificially  sweet¬ 
ened  foods  for  general  use  containing 
substantially  lower  levels  of  cyclamates 
may  be  phased  out  of  we  by  February  1, 
1970. 

Dated:  October  17, 1909. 

Herbert  L.  Ley,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

1F.R.  Doc.  69-12628;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

9:50  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
I  7  CFR  Parts  1007,  1090  1 

[Dockets  Nos.  AO-366-A1,  266-A12] 

MILK  IN  THE  GEORGIA  AND  CHATTA¬ 
NOOGA,  TENN.,  MARKETING  AREAS 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreements 
and  to  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601,  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Chattanooga,  Term.,  on 
March  27-28,  1969,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  on  February  20,  1969  (34 
F.R.  2609) . 

Upon  basis  of  the  evidence  introduced 
at  the  hearing  and  the  record  thereof, 
the  Deputy  Administrator,  Regulatory 
Programs,  on  August  28,  1969  (34  F.R. 
13994;  F.R.  Doc.  69-10456)  filed  with 
the  Hearing  Cfierk,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  his  recommended  decision 
containing  notice  of  the  opportvmity  to 
file  written  exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings 
of  the  recommended  decision  (34  F.R. 
13994;  FJl.  Doc.  69-10456)  are  hereby 
approved,  adopted  and  are  set  forth  in 
full  herein,  subject  to  the  following 
modifications : 

Under  the  subheading  “1.  Marketing 
Area”: 

(a)  The  8th  paragraph,  the  12th 
through  19th  paragraphs,  and  the  22d, 
23d,  and  24th  paragraphs  are  changed. 

(b)  Five  new  paragraphs  are  added 
immediately  after  the  19th  paragraph. 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Marketing  area  expansion;  and 

2.  With  respect  to  the  Chattanooga 
order; 

(a)  Revision  of  location  adjustments: 

(b)  Elimination  of  supply-demand 
adjustor; 

(c)  Diversion  of  producer  milk;  and 

(d)  Classification  of  skim  milk  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  nonfat  solids  used  to  pro¬ 
duce  reconstituted  buttermilk. 

This  decision  deals  with  all  the  above 
issues  except  2(d)  which  will  be  dealt 
with  in  a  later  decision. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  on  the  material  issues  are  based  on 
evidence  presented  at  the  hearing  and 
the  record  thereof : 

1.  Marketing  area.  The  Georgia  coun¬ 
ties  of  Floyd,  Gilmer,  Gordon,  Pickens, 


and  Union,  should  be  added  to  the 
Georgia  marketing  area.  This  will  pro¬ 
vide  a  regulatory  program  for  milk  mar¬ 
keting  within  the  enlarged  marketing 
area  consistent  with  current  marketing 
conditions  and  practices.  It  is  concluded 
further  that  the  present  provisions  of 
the  Georgia  order  are  appropriate  to 
the  enlarged  marketing  area. 

Producer  associations  under  the 
Georgia  order  and  Beatrice  Foods  Co., 
a  handler,  proposed  including  the  five 
counties,  which  lie  between  the  present 
Chattanooga  and  Georgia  marketing 
areas,  under  the  Georgia  order.  This 
position  was  supported  by  a  Calhoun, 
Ga.,  handler  whose  sales  are  primarily 
in  Gordon  County. 

The  Beatrice  spokesman  urged  that 
the  five  counties  be  included  in  the 
Georgia  marketing  area  (rather  than 
Chattanooga),  stating  that  this  would 
facilitate  the  continuance  of  partially 
regulated  distributing  plant  status  for 
its  Gadsden  plant  under  both  orders.  He 
stated  that  if  the  Gadsden  plant  became 
a  pool  plant  imder  either  order,  it  could 
be  disadvantaged  competitively  in  its 
principal  sales  territory.  About  75  per¬ 
cent  of  the  plant’s  Class  I  distribution 
is  in  Alabama,  where  it  must  compete 
with  an  entirely  different  group  of  dis¬ 
tributors  and  under  substantially  differ¬ 
ent  market  conditions.  While  there  is 
State  price  regulation  of  farm  prices  of 
milk  in  Alabama,  there  is  no  federally 
regulated  market  there  at  this  time. 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Milk  Producers 
Association  (TVMPA),  which  represents 
about  three-fourths  of  the  producers 
under  the  Chattanooga  order,  proposed 
that  the  five  counties  be  included  in  the 
Chattanooga  marketing  area.  This  pro¬ 
posal  was  supported  by  major  Chat¬ 
tanooga  order  handlers,  one  of  whom 
has  Class  I  distribution  in  parts  of  the 
five-county  area  from  both  his  Chat¬ 
tanooga  and  Atlanta  plants,  which  are 
regulated  under  the  Chattanooga  and 
Georgia  orders,  respectively. 

These  proponents  for  including  the 
five  counties  in  the  Chattanooga  mar¬ 
keting  area  (instead  of  Georgia)  stated 
that  this  was  desirable  in  order  to  insure 
that  the  Gadsden,  Ala.,  plant  would  be 
a  fully  regulated  plant  under  the  Chat¬ 
tanooga  order  Instead  of  a  partially 
regulated  distributing  plant  under  both 
the  Chattanooga  and  Georgia  orders.  To 
do  otherwise,  they  claimed,  would  pro¬ 
vide  the  operator  of  the  Gadsden  plant 
a  competitive  advantage  over  fully  regu¬ 
lated  handlers  on  his  sales  in  the  five 
covmties. 

Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  Novem¬ 
ber  19,  1968,  recommended  decision  (33 
F.R.  17624)  on  the  then  proposed  Geor¬ 
gia  order  which  foimd  that  the  above 
five  counties  should  be  included  in  the 
Georgia  marketing  area.  Exceptions 
filed  to  that  decision  argued  that  the 


five  counties  should  be  a  part  of  the 
Chattanooga  marketing  area  (instead  of 
Georgia).  In  view  of  the  controversy, 
the  January  15,  1969,  final  decision  (34 
F.R.  960)  on  the  Georgia  order  did  not 
include  the  five  counties  in  the  market¬ 
ing  area.  That  decision,  of  which  official 
notice  also  is  taken,  stated  that  another 
hearing  would  be  held  as  soon  as  possible 
to  receive  additional  and  more  current 
evidence  concerning  the  marketing  of 
milk  in  these  counties  to  determine 
which  order  should  apply  to  any,  or  all, 
such  counties  if  regulation  were  war¬ 
ranted.  The  hearing  on  which  this  deci¬ 
sion  is  based  resulted  from  that  action. 

With  the  addition  of  the  above  five 
counties,  the  Georgia  marketing  area 
would  include  151  of  the  159  coimties  in 
Georgia.  Of  the  remainder,  seven  in  the 
northwestern  comer  of  the  State  are  in 
the  Chattanooga  order  marketing  area, 
and  one  county,  Rabun,  is  not  included 
in  the  marketing  area  of  any  Federal 
order. 

The  handling  of  milk  and  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  in  the  expanded  Georgia  market¬ 
ing  area  is  in  the  current  of  interstate 
commerce  or  directly  burdens,  obstructs 
or  affects  interstate  commerce  in  milk 
and  its  products.  Fluid  milk  products  are 
distributed  regularly  on  routes  in  the 
five  coimties  proposed  to  be  added  to  the 
marketing  area  from  plants  located  in 
Alabama,  Tennessee,  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  as  well  as  from  local  plants  and 
plants  in  other  parts  of  the  Georgia  mar¬ 
keting  area.  Supplemental  supplies  of 
milk  for  their  Cffass  I  needs  are  some¬ 
times  obtained  from  out-of -State  plants 
by  Georgia  handlers,  including  those 
serving  the  five  counties.  In  addition, 
when  the  milk  of  producers  regularly 
supplying  Georgia  plants  is  not  needed 
by  them,  it  is  moved  to  plants  in  Tennes¬ 
see  for  manufacturing. 

The  minimum  sanitary  requirements 
applicable  to  Grade  A  milk  handled 
throughout  the  entire  marketing  area  as 
expanded  are  patterned  after  the  U.S. 
Public  Health  Ordinance  and  Code  and 
are  uniformly  administered  by  State  and 
county  authorities. 

The  1960  census  population  of  the  en¬ 
larged  marketing  area  is  3.8  million.  The 
1960  piopulation  of  the  five  counties  to  be 
added  to  the  marketing  area  is  113,000. 
The  heaviest  concentration  of  popula¬ 
tion  in  the  five  counties  is  in  Floyd 
County  (69,000).  The  populations  of  the 
other  counties  are:  (Gordon — 19,000;  Gil¬ 
mer — 9,000;  Pickens — 9,000;  and  Un¬ 
ion — 7,000. 

Rome  (population  32,000),  in  Floyd 
County,  is  the  largest  city  in  the  five 
counties.  Calhoim,  in  Gordon  Coimty, 
the  next  largest  city,  has  a  population 
of  4,000. 

Except  for  a  producer-handler  plant, 
all  plants  from  which  milk  is  distributed 
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in  the  five-county  area  are>  subject  to 
either  the  Georgia  or  Chattanooga  or¬ 
der  as  fully  regulated  or  partially  reg¬ 
ulated  distributing  plants.  Rome  is  65 
miles  from  both  Atlanta  and  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  the  major  cities  in  the  two  mar¬ 
keting  areas.  Calhoun  is  70  miles  from 
Atlanta  and  50  miles  from  Chattanoo¬ 
ga.  One  of  the  handlers,  who  sells  in 
four  of  the  five  counties,  has  fully  reg¬ 
ulated  plants  at  both  Chattanooga  and 
Atlanta.  This  handler  sells  some  milk 
in  such  coimties  from  both  plants.  How¬ 
ever,  two  principal  plants  serving  such 
counties  are  located  in  such  counties, 
at  Rome  and  Calhoim.  The  latter  plants 
are  fully  regulated  by  the  Georgia  order. 

A  principal  consideration  for  deter¬ 
mining  the  marketing  area  in  which  the 
five  counties  should  be  included  is 
whether  the  Rome  and  Calhoim  handlers 
should  be  regulated  under  the  Georgia 
order  or  Chattanooga  order.  The  Rome 
handler  would  be  regulated  by  the  order 
for  the  marketing  area  that  would  in¬ 
clude  Floyd  County.  Likewise,  the  Cal¬ 
houn  handler  would  be  regulated  by 
the  order  that  would  include  Gordon 
County  in  its  marketing  area.  More  than 
75  percent  of  the  population  of  the  five- 
county  area  is  in  these  counties.  The 
other  three  counties  are  basically  rural 
with  relatively  small  volumes  of  sales. 

The  principal  competitors  in  Gordon 
County  have  been  the  Calhoun  handler 
and  the  Beatrice  Co.  plant  at  Gadsden, 
Ala.  The  latter  has  been  a  partially  reg¬ 
ulated  plant  under  the  Chattanooga  or¬ 
der  relative  to  Class  I  sales  in  the  Chat¬ 
tanooga  marketing  area  and  partially 
regulated  under  the  Georgia  order  on  Its 
sales  in  the  Georgia  marketing  area.  It 
has  not  been  regulated  on  sales  in  the 
five  counties. 

The  distribution  from  these  two  plants 
represents  between  63  and  94  percent  of 
the  total  fluid  milk  sold  In  Gordon 
County.  Between  1  and  5  percent  is  dis¬ 
tributed  by  a  Chattanooga  order  han¬ 
dler.  The  remaining  Class  I  distribution 
is  by  Georgia  order  handlers  and  the 
handler  who  has  plants  at  both  Chat¬ 
tanooga  and  Atlanta,  one  being  regu¬ 
lated  under  the  Chattanooga  order  and 
the  other  under  the  Georgia  order. 

Of  the  total  Class  I  distribution  in 
Floyd  County,  between  27  and  40  per¬ 
cent  is  from  the  local  plant  at  Rome, 
which  Is  a  fully  regulated  plant  under 
the  Georgia  order.  Approximately  35 
percent  is  from  Atlanta  plants  under  the 
Georgia  order.  Between  7  and  15  per¬ 
cent  of  the  county  distribution  is  from 
the  Gadsden  and  Calhoun  plants.  The 
remaining  distribution  is  by  the  handler 
who  has  fully  regulated  plants  under 
the  Chattanooga  and  Georgia  orders. 

Both  the  Rome  and  Calhoun  han¬ 
dlers  seU  also  outside  the  five  counties  in 
other  counties  which  lie  principally  to 
the  south  and  are  included  in  the 
Georgia  marketing  area.  The  handler 
at  Rome  has  penetrated  the  Atlanta 
area  to  compete  for  and  secure  a  con¬ 
tract  for  school  milk  sales  and  is  in 
competition  with  other  Georgia  order 
handlers  in  the  counties  of  Polk,  Paul¬ 
ding,  and  Haralson.  Consequently,  they 
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are  in  strong  competition  with  Georgia 
order  handlers  not  only  in  their  home 
counties  but  also  in  counties  currently 
a  part  of  the  Georgia  market. 

The  Calhoun  handler  has  no  sales 
north  of  Gordon  County.  The  Rome 
handler  does  not  distribute  significant 
quantities  of  milk  inside  the  Chatta¬ 
nooga  marketing  area.  Although  sup¬ 
plemental  milk  is  sometimes  purchased 
by  the  Rome  and  Calhoun  handlers  from 
the  Chattanooga  market,  this  practice 
on  their  part  is  not  significantly  different 
from  the  practice,  as  stated  above,  of 
other  Georgia  handlers  who,  because 
of  the  deficit  production  conditions 
which  prevail  generally  throughout 
Georgia,  also  purchase  supplemental 
milk  each  year. 

In  the  remaining  three  counties  of  the 
five-county  area,  Gilmer,  Union,  and 
Pickens,  the  Class  I  sales  from  plants 
that  w'ould  be  fully  or  partially  reg¬ 
ulated  are  from  the  plants  of  handlers 
with  whom  the  Rome  and  Calhoun 
handlers  compete  for  sales  in  Floyd  and 
Gordon  counties,  and  also  from  several 
fully  regulated  plants  under  the  Georgia 
order. 

In  Pickens  County,  about  one-third 
of  the  distribution  has  been  from  the 
Gadsden  plant,  about  one-third  from 
a  producer-handler,  and  the  remain¬ 
ing  third  from  plants  fully  regulated 
under  the  Georgia  order,  including  the 
plant  at  Calhoun. 

About  half  the  distribution  in  Gilmer 
County  has  been  from  the  Gadsden 
plant,  20-25  percent  from  a  Georgia 
order  fully  related  plant  and  the  re¬ 
mainder  from  the  handler  who  operates 
plants  in  both  Atlanta  and  Chattanooga. 

A  spokesman  for  the  Gadsden  plant 
estimated  that  70  percent  of  the  total 
distribution  in  Union  County  has  been 
from  that  plant.  TVMPA’s  survey  indi¬ 
cated  that  38  percent  of  the  distribution 
in  the  county  was  from  the  Gadsden 
plant.  The  remaining  distribution  in  the 
county  is  from  two  fully  regulated  plants 
under  the  Georgia  order. 

It  is  virtually  certain  that  milk  fully 
regulated  under  both  orders  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  in  competition  for  Class  I  sales 
in  the  five  counties  to  be  included  in  the 
Georgia  marketing  area.  It  is  concluded, 
however,  that  the  conditions  under 
which  milk  is  marketed  in  these  counties 
are  more  intimately  related  to  those 
prevailing  in  the  Georgia  marketing  area 
than  to  those  of  the  Chattanooga  mar¬ 
ket,  and  therefore  the  handling  of  milk 
in  such  counties  should  be  regulated  on 
equal  terms  with  milk  now  regulated  by 
the  Georgia  order. 

The  minimum  price  level  in  such  coun¬ 
ties  under  the  Georgia  order  will  be  the 
same  as  the  minimum  price  level  for 
such  counties  on  milk  regulated  by  the 
Chattanooga  order.  Consequently,  han¬ 
dlers  in  both  markets  will  be  in  position 
to  compete  in  such  counties  on  similar 
minimum  price  terms. 

Regulated  handlers  are  required  of 
course,  to  pay  producers  minimum  class 
prices  for  all  Class  I  milk  distributed  in 
the  proposed  area.  Extending  the  Georgia 
marketing  area  to  include  the  five  coun¬ 


ties  proposed  herein  is  necessary  to  in¬ 
sure  that  such  handlers  are  not  com¬ 
petitively  disadvantaged  on  a  substantial 
amount  of  their  Class  I  sales.  This  action 
thus  will  assure  the  fully  regulated 
handlers  having  Class  I  sales  in  these 
counties  that  other  distributors  who  com¬ 
pete  therein  will  be  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order  on  such  sales. 

The  provisions  of  the  order  applicable 
to  a  handler  selling  only  small  amounts 
in  the  area  (as  a  partially  regulated  dis¬ 
tributing  plant)  inlSures  that  the  price 
paid  by  him  for  the  milk  sold  in  the 
marketing  area  will  approximate  its 
value  at  the  minimum  Class  I  price  under 
the  order.  Since  the  quantity  of  Class  I 
milk  that  he  may  distribute  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  without  becoming  fully  regu¬ 
lated  is  limited,  he  may  not  increase 
appreciably  his  sales  in  the  marketing 
area  at  the  expense  of  fully  regulated 
handlers  and  their  producers.  By  this 
means  the  integrity  of  the  regulation 
may  be  maintained. 

As  indicated  above,  the  intent  of  the 
proposal  to  include  the  five  counties  in 
the  Chatanooga  marketing  area  (instead 
of  Georgia  was  to  fully  regulate  the 
Gadsden,  Ala.,  plant  under  the  Chat¬ 
tanooga  order. 

It  was  not  shown  that  the  Gadsden 
plant  must  be  fully  regulated  imder  the 
Chattanooga  order  to  remove  or  prevent 
an  adverse  effect  on  its  fully  regulated 
competitors  or  their  producer  suppliers. 
Moreover,  even  if  the  distribution  pat¬ 
terns  suggested  inclusion  of  such  five 
counties  in  the  Chattanooga  marketing 
area,  the  objective  pf  proponents  to  fully 
regulate  the  Gadsden  plant  under  Chat¬ 
tanooga  would  not  necessarily  be  real¬ 
ized.  Other  choices  are  open  to  the 
operator  of  the  Gadsden  plant. 

As  a  partially  regulated  plant  under 
the  Chattanooga  order,  Gadsden’s  Class 
I  sales  in  the  Chattanooga  marketing 
area  have  been,  of  course,  less  than  15 
percent  of  ♦he  plant’s  total  Class  I  dis¬ 
position.  It  is  noted  also  that  the  handler 
operating  such  plant  also  operates  a 
plant  at  Opelika,  Ala.,  which  is  expected 
to  be  a  fully  regulated  or  partially  regu¬ 
lated  plant  under  the  Georgia  order.  In 
recent  months  Class  I  distribution  in  the 
Chattanooga  marketing  area  from  the 
Opelika  plant  has  replaced  some  of  the 
Class  I  sales  previously  made  from  the 
Gadsden  plant.  The  purpose  of  this  shift 
apparently  was  to  avoid  fully  regulated 
status  for  the  Gadsden  plant  under  the 
Chattanooga  order.  The  handler  indi¬ 
cated  that  he  would  open  another 
plant  in  northern  Georgia  which  obvi¬ 
ously  will  further  divide  his  fluid  oper¬ 
ations. 

In  the  January  15,  1969,  decision 
(34  F.R.  960),  on  the  then  proposed 
Georgia  order,  it  was  found  that  it  is 
necessary  that  a  plant  fully  regulated 
be  required  to  pay  class  prices  for  all 
milk  handled  whether  disposed  of  inside 
or  outside  the  marketing  area.  The  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  of  that  decision 
with  respect  to  the  Class  I  disposition 
both  inside  and  outside  the  marketing 
area  are  applicable  to  the  situation  here 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  202— TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  21,  1969 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


17067 


considered  and  are  adopted  as  if  set 
forth  in  full  herein. 

2.  Amendments  to  the  Chattanooga 
order — (a)  Revision  of  location  adjust- 
ments.  No  location  adjustments  (plus 
or  minus)  should  be  applicable  at  plants 
south  of  either  the  southern  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Tennessee  or  the  northern 
boundary  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

The  order  now  provides  for  reducing 
the  Class  I  and  uniform  prices  at  plants 
65  miles  or  more,  in  any  direction,  from 
Chattanooga  at  the  rate  of  15  cents  at 
plants  within  65-75  miles  plus  an  addi¬ 
tional  1.5  cents  for  each  additional  10 
miles. 

The  proposal  to  eliminate  minus  loca¬ 
tion  adjustments  at  plants  south  of  Chat¬ 
tanooga  was  proposed  by  Chattanooga 
order  producers  and  handlers  and  by  pro¬ 
ducers  under  the  Georgia  order. 

In  addition,  the  same  producer  asso¬ 
ciations  under  the  Georgia  order  would 
increase  the  Chattanooga  Class  I  price 
at  plants  more  than  110  miles  south  of 
Chattanooga  by  1.5  cents  for  each  10 
miles  that  such  plant  is  located  from 
that  city.  The  purpose  of  this  proposal 
was  to  insure  that  approximately  the 
same  Class  I  price  is  applicable  imder  the 
Georgia  and  CJhattanooga  orders  at 
plants  in  southern  Georgia. 

Chattanooga,  which  is  near  the  Ten- 
nessee-Georgla  border,  is  the  principal 
population  center  in  the  marketing  area. 
Of  the  555,000  people  (1960  census)  in 
the  16-coimty  marketing  area,  368,000 
are  in  the  city  of  Chattanooga  and  its 
environs  that  comprise  the  Chattanooga 
metropolitan  area.  The  remainder  of  the 
marketing  area  is  principally  rural.  At 
present,  all  producer  milk  is  moved  di¬ 
rectly  from  farms  to  the  Chattanooga 
area  for  processing,  Chattanooga  Is  the 
major  point  of  distribution  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  areas  since  the  six  fully  regulated 
plants  under  the  order  are  in  or  near  the 
city  of  Chattanooga. 

The  Chattanooga  market  also  is  de¬ 
pended  upon  as  a  principal  source  of  sup¬ 
plemental  supplies  of  Class  I  milk  for 
Georgia  and  Alabama  handlers  who  must 
Import  more  than  30  million  pounds  of 
milk  annually. 

There  is  substantial  overlapping  of  the 
procurement  and  sales  areas  in  northern 
Georgia  of  handlers  under  the  Chatta¬ 
nooga  and  Georgia  orders.  The  elimina¬ 
tion  of  location  adjustments  at  plants 
south  of  (Chattanooga  as  herein  proposed 
will  improve  the  alignment  of  prices 
under  the  two  orders  in  an  area  of  com¬ 
petition  between  the  markets  and  there¬ 
fore  will  contribute  to  orderly  marketing. 

At  no  time  since  the  inception  of  the 
Chattanooga  order  In  1956  has  any  plant 
more  than  110  miles  south  of  Chatta¬ 
nooga  been  a  pool  plant  under  that 
order.  There  is  no  indication  that  any 
plant  so  situated  will,  in  the  foreseeable 
future,  qualify  as  a  pool  plant  under  the 
Chattanooga  order.  The  main  alternative 
sources  of  plant  supply  for  this  market 
are  north  of  Chattanooga.  Areas  to  the 
south  primarily  import  rather  than  ex¬ 
port  milk.  This  is  because  milk  produced 
by  dairy  farmers  shipping  to  most  plants 
south  of  Chattanooga  Is  not  always  ade¬ 


quate  for  their  local  Class  I  needs.  There 
is  no  basis,  therefore,  for  a  plus  differ¬ 
ential  at  locations  110  miles  south  of 
Chattanooga  since  this  area  is  not  an 
area  where  there  is  need  to  maintain  a 
source  of  supply  for  the  Chattanooga 
market. 

A  proposal  by  Chattanooga  order 
handlers  would  apply  location  adjust¬ 
ments  only  at  plants  north  of  Chatta¬ 
nooga  that  are  more  than  150  miles  from 
the  nearer  of  the  city  halls  in  Chatta¬ 
nooga  and  Knoxville.  As  proposed,  the 
Class  I  price  would  be  reduced  22  cents 
plus  1.5  cents  for  each  10  miles  beyond 
150  miles.  This  proposal  was  submitted 
by  the  same  handlers  who  have  requested 
a  hearing  to  merge  the  Chattanooga  and 
Knoxville  orders  and  who  indicated  on 
the  record  that  their  proposal  might 
more  appropriately  be  considered  at  such 
a  hearing.  We  agree  with  this  view  and 
therefore  no  action  on  it  is  taken. 

(b)  Elimination  of  supply -demand 
adjustor.  The  supply-demand  adjust¬ 
ment  provisions  should  be  deleted  from 
the  order.  As  a  corollary  change,  the 
Class  I  differential  should  be  increased 
20  cents,  the  average  amount  that  the 
supply-demand  adjustor  has  contributed 
to  tile  Class  I  price  in  recent  years. 

The  order  now  provides  that  the  Class 
I  price  shall  be  adjusted  monthly  to  re¬ 
flect  any  change  in  the  supply  of  milk  in 
the  market  relative  to  fluid  milk  sales. 
When  milk  supplies  are  more  than  ade¬ 
quate  in  relation  to  Class  I  sales,  the 
Class  I  price  is  reduced.  Conversely, 
when  supplies  are  less  than  adequate  rel¬ 
ative  to  sales,  the  Class  I  price  is 
increased. 

IXiring  the  2-year  period  of  1967  and 
1968,  the  supply-demand  adjustment 
averaged  nearly  20  cents.  It  ranged  from 
a  low  of  minus  2  cents  in  October  1967 
to  plus  44  cents  in  December  1968. 

Handlers  under  both  the  Chattanooga 
and  Georgia  orders  proposed  to  limit 
supply-demand  adjustments  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  20  cepts  (plus  or  minus) ;  the 
order  now  has  a  50-cent  limit.  The  pro¬ 
ducer  associations  under  both  orders 
opposed  the  handler  proposal. 

Georgia  order  producers  urged  the  re¬ 
tention  of  the  supply-demand  adjustor 
in  the  Chattanooga  order  mainly  because 
It  results  in  an  increase  in  the  Georgia 
Class  I  price  in  any  month  that  the 
Chattanooga  supply-demand  adjustor 
is  more  than  20  cents. 

The  January  15,  1969,  decision  on  the 
then  proposed  Georgia  order  found  that 
the  alignment  of  prices  between  the  two 
orders  requires  that  the  Class  I  price  in 
northern  Georgia  be  related  to  the  Chat¬ 
tanooga  Class  I  price.  In  establishing  the 
Class  I  differentia  under  the  Georgia 
order,  recognition  was  given  to  the  aver¬ 
age  plus  20-cent  supply-demand  adjust¬ 
ment  that  had  been  applicable  imder 
the  Chattanooga  order  over  a  repre¬ 
sentative  period. 

The  Georgia  order,  which  provides  for 
a  Class  1  differential  of  $2.15  in  the 
“Northern  Zone”  (the  29  northernmost 
Georgia  counties)  and  $2.30  elsewhere  in 
the  marketing  area,  also  provides  that  in 
the  Northern  Zone  the  Class  I  price  shall 


not  be  less  than  the'  Chattanooga  Class  I 
price  and  in  the  remainder  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  not  less  than  the  Chatta¬ 
nooga  price  plus  15  cents.  In  those 
months  when  the  Chattanooga  supply- 
demand  adjustment  was  more  than  20 
cents,  this  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the 
Georgia  Class  I  price  by  any  amoimt  in 
excess  of  20  cents.  For  example,  in  April 
1969  the  Chattanooga  supply-demand 
adjustment  of  plus  28  cents  resulted  in  an 
8 -cent  increase  in  the  Georgia  Class  I 
price.  However,  whenever  the  Chatta¬ 
nooga  supply-demand  adjustment  was 
below  20  cents,  the  Chattanooga  (Hass  I 
price  was  reduced  in  relation  to  the 
Georgia  Class  I  price.  In  June  1969,  when 
the  supply-demand  adjustment  was 
minus  2  cents,  the  Chattanooga  Class  I 
price  in  the  Northern  Zone  was  18  cents 
less  than  the  Georgia  Class  I  price.' 

The  Chattanooga  (Hass  I  differential 
resulting  from  this  decision  will  be  $2.15, 
the  same  as  that  applicable  in  the  North¬ 
ern  Zone  of  the  Georgia  order.  The  han¬ 
dler  proposal  to  retain  a  supply-demand 
adjustment  provision  in  the  order  and 
limiting  the  adjustor  to  20  cents  (plus  or 
minus)  would  continue  a  situation  in 
which  a  lower  price  can  prevail  imder  the 
(Hiattanooga  order  in  some  months  in  the 
Northern  Zone  than  the  Georgia  Class  I 
price  in  that  area.  Therefore,  the  han¬ 
dler  proposal  to  retain  a  supply-demand 
provision  in  the  order  with  a  limit  of  20 
cents  is  denied  in  favor  of  a  stated  differ¬ 
ential.  Removal  of  the  supply-demand 
adjustor,  as  herein  provided,  will  insure 
that  the  (Hass  I  prices  under  the  Georgia 
and  Chattanooga  orders  will  be  closely 
aligned  each  month.  This  is  appropriate 
since,  as  previously  stated,  there  is  an 
extensive  overlapping  of  the  sales  areas 
of  (Hiattanooga  and  Georgia  order  han¬ 
dlers  in  northern  Georgia. 

(c)  Diversion  of  producer  milk.  In  any 
month  of  September-November  a  co¬ 
operative  should  be  permitted  to  divert  to 
nonpool  plants  up  to  35  percent  of  its 
producer -members’  monthly  deliveries  to 
all  pool  plans.  Similarly,  a  pool  plant 
operator  shotild  be  permitted  to  divert  to 
to  nonpool  plants  up  to  35  percent  of 
producer  milk  (exclusive  of  that  received 
from  producer-members  of  a  coopera¬ 
tive)  physically  received  at  his  plant 
during  any  such  month. 

The  order  now  permits  diversion  of  the 
milk  of  individual  producers  for  not  more 
than  10  days  monthly  in  August-Feb- 
ruary.  Unlimited  diversion  is  allowed  in 
other  months.  Milk  may  now  be  diverted 
to  any  nonpool  plant  except  a  producer- 
handler  plant  or  an  other  order  plant. 
As  provided  by  this  decision,  diversions  to 
other  order  plants  would  be  permitted 
under  certain  conditions. 

Producers  proposed  changing  the  basis 
for  computing  the  amount  of  producer 
milk  that  may  be  diverted  during  the 
months  of  August-February  from  not 
more  than  10  days  on  an  individual 
producer  basis,  to  35  percent  of  the  total 
producer  milk  of  its  members  received  at 


^  Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  Chattanooga 
market  administratcv’s  monthly  price  an¬ 
nouncements  for  March  through  June  1969. 
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pool  plants  during  each  of  the  months 
of  l^ptember-November.  This  latter 
basis,  which  is  commonly  applied  In  a 
number  of  Federal  milk  orders,  was  not 
opposed  at  the  hearing. 

Diversion  provisions  are  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  enabling  handlers  and  coopera¬ 
tives  to  divert  producer  milk  when  it  is 
not  needed  in  the  market  for  Class  I  pur¬ 
poses,  such  as  on  weekends  and  holidays. 
The  limitations  herein  proposed  will  be 
more  practicable  than  those  now  con¬ 
tained  in  the  order  in  accommodating 
diversion  imder  current  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  and  will  facilitate  the  orderly  dis¬ 
position  of  produce  milk. 

In  the  Chattanooga  market,  the  co¬ 
operative  exercises  the  responsibility  for 
diverting  its  members’  milk  to  nonpool 
plants.  Milk  not  needed  by  handlers  can, 
of  course,  be  most  economically  handled 
by  being  moved  directly  from  the  farm 
to  nearby  manufacturing  plants.  The 
greatest  efiBciency  in  this  regard  is 
achieved  by  diverting  the  milk  from  the 
farms  of  producers  nearest  the  manufac¬ 
turing  plants.  This  can  be  accomplished 
most  practicably  if  the  diversion  is  in 
terms  of  a  percentage  of  the  aggregate 
quantity  of  milk  delivered  to  pool  plants 
by  the  cooperative,  as  herein  provided. 

A  pool  plant  operator  whose  source  of 
supply  is  principally  from  nonmember 
producers  has  no  less  need  for  diversion 
than  does  a  cooperative  whose  members 
supply  other  pool  plants.  It  is  appropri¬ 
ate,  therefore,  that  such  a  handler  be 
permitted  to  divert  nonmember  supplies 
on  the  same  percentage  basis  as  that  al¬ 
lowed  a  cooperative. 

Milk  diverted  to  nonpool  plants  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  35  percent  limitation  provided 
would  not  be  considered  producer  milk. 
Hence,  eligibility  for  pricing  and  pooling 
under  the  order  would  be  forfeited  on 
a  quantity  of  milk  equal  to  such  excess. 
In  such  instances,  the  diverting  handler 
must  specify  which  milk  is  Ineligible  as 
producer  milk.  If  the  handler  fails  to 
make  such  designation,  thereby  making 
it  infeasible  for  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  to  determine  which  milk  was  over¬ 
diverted,  all  milk  diverted  to  nonF>ool 
plants  by  such  handler  would  be  made  In¬ 
eligible  as  producer  milk. 

It  is  neither  necessary  nor  feasible  to 
allow  handlers  to  divert  the  member 
milk  of  cooperative  associations.  TVMPA, 
which  represents  about  three-fourths  of 
the  producers  under  the  order  is  in  a 
position  to  divert  the  milk  of  its  own 
members.  If  a  proprietary  handler  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  association  does  not  need 
all  of  the  member  milk  he  is  receiving,  he 
need  only  notify  the  association  and  it 
can  arrange  for  the  diversion  of  the 
milk.  The  cooperative  must  know  at  all 
times  how  much  of  its  member  milk  is 
being  diverted  so  that  it  will  not  divert 
more  than  the  quantities  allowed  under 
the  diversion  provision.  If  a  proprietary 
handler  were  allowed  to  divert  coopera¬ 
tive  milk  also,  there  would  be  danger 
that  more  cooperative  milk  would  be 
diverted  than  is  allowed  under  the  diver¬ 
sion  limitations.  This  could  result  in 
some  milk  regularly  supplied  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  being  excluded  from  the  pooL 


Producers  contend  that  because  the 
basis  for  computing  the  amovmt  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  that  may  be  diverted  is  being 
changed  from  an  individual  producer 
basis  to  a  percentage  of  the  aggregate 
producer  milk  deliveries,  a  producer 
whose  milk  is  diverted  during  the  month 
should  not  be  required  to  deliver  any 
specifed  number  of  days  during  the 
month  to  a  pool  plant. 

As  proposed  by  producers,  a  dairy 
farmer  could  ship  his  entire  production 
throughout  the  year  to  a  nonpool  plant 
as  diverted  milk  and  have  it  pooled  un¬ 
der  the  order.  This  could  result  in  the 
the  exploitation  of  the  pool  not  only 
by  cooperatives  and  handlers  now 
imder  the  order  but  also  by  others  who 
are  not  now  associated  with  the  market. 

Only  milk  regularly  associated  with 
the  market  should  be  eligible  for  diver¬ 
sion  to  nonpool  plants.  Milk  that  is  de¬ 
livered  continuously  to  a  nonpool  plant, 
whether  for  Class  I  or  manufacturing 
uses,  cannot  properly  be  considered  a 
part  of  the  supply  for  the  Chattanooga 
market.  It  is  necessary,  therefore,  that 
an  appropriate  standard  be  specified  in 
the  order  for  establishing  a  dairy  farm¬ 
er’s  continuing  association  with  the 
Chattanooga  market  to  qualify  his  milk 
for  diversion  to  nonpool  plants. 

Since  the  diversion  of  producer  milk 
would,  by  this  decision,  be  based  on  a 
percentage  of  the  aggregate  producer  de¬ 
liveries,  the  number  of  days  that  a  pro¬ 
ducer’s  milk  should  be  received  at  a  pool 
plant  during  the  September-November 
period  of  limited  diversion  should  be 
minimal.  It  is  appropriate,  therefore,  to 
provide  that  not  less  than  4  days’  pro¬ 
duction  of  a  producer  be  delivered  to  a 
pool  plant  during  the  month  in  Septem¬ 
ber-November  to  qualify  all  his  produc¬ 
tion  in  the  same  month  for  diversion 
within  the  limits  proposed  herein. 

If  less  than  4  days’  production  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer  is  delivered  to  a  pool  plant  during 
the  month  in  September-November,  then 
only  that  quantity  of  milk  delivered  to  a 
nonpool  plant  that  is  not  greater  than 
the  quantity  delivered  to  a  pool  plant 
would  be  considered  producer  milk.  These 
requirements  are  sufficient  under  current 
conditions  to  permit  the  necessary  flexi¬ 
bility  for  milk  not  needed  for  fiuid  use. 

Substantial  quantities  of  milk  are 
moved  between  Chattanooga  order  pool 
plants  and  fully  regulated  plants  under 
the  Georgia  order.  When  milk  is  not 
needed  at  Georgia  plants,  it  is  moved 
to  the  Chattanooga  plant  of  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Valley  Milk  Producers  Association 
for  manufacturing.  Such  shipments  from 
a  Georgia  pool  plant  to  a  Chattanooga 
order  plant  are  priced  and  pooled  as 
Class  n  under  the  Georgia  order.  ’The 
Georgia  order  now  facilitates  the  move¬ 
ment  of  such  milk  whether  moved  from 
a  plant  or  moved  directly  from  the  farm 
of  a  Georgia  producer  as  diverted  milk  to 
an  other  order  plant. 

The  movement  of  milk  to  Chattanooga 
order  pool  plants  from  Georgia  and  other 
Federal  order  markets  should  be  facili¬ 
tated  by  permitting  the  milk  of  producers 
under  any  other  order  to  be  diverted  to 
a  Chattanooga  order  pool  plant  for  man¬ 


ufacturing  purposes  without  losing  its 
producer  milk  status  under  the  other 
order.  This  would  be  appropriately  ac¬ 
complished  by  providing  that  a  person 
would  not  be  a  producer  under  the 
Chattanooga  order  with  respect  to  milk 
that  is  (1)  physically  received  at  a  pool 
plant  as  diverted  milk  from  an  other 
order  plant;  (2)  designated  for  Class  n 
under  the  Chattanooga  order;  and  (3) 
subject  to  the  pricing  and  pooling  provi¬ 
sions  of  another  Federal  order.  Such  a 
provision  governing  the  movement  of 
milk  for  manufacturing  purposes  from 
an  other  order  plant  to  a  pool  plant  will 
contribute  to  orderly  marketing. 

When  the  milk  of  producers  regularly 
associated  with  the  Chattanooga  market 
is  not  needed  for  Class  I  purposes,  its 
disposal  for  manufacturing  purposes  to 
nonpool  plants  should  be  facilitated.  In 
some  instances,  an  other  order  plant  may 
be  the  most  suitable  outlet  for  such  sur¬ 
plus  milk.  It  would  be  appropriate,  there¬ 
fore,  to  provide  that  milk  may  be  moved 
directly  from  the  farm  of  a  Chattanooga 
order  producer  as  diverted  milk  to  an 
other  order  plant  when  such  milk  is 
classified  as  Class  II  (or  a  comparable 
class  under  that  order)  and  is  not  subject 
to  the  pricing  and  pooling  provisions  of 
that  order  as  producer  milk. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  denied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previousiy  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  orders 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  ’The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  ’The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreements  and  the  orders,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
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as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will 
be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions 
of  this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions 
received  was  carefully  and  fully  con¬ 
sidered  in  conjunction  with  the  record 
evidence  pertaining  thereto.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  findings  and  conclusions, 
and  the  regulatory  provisions  of  this  de¬ 
cision  are  at  variance  with  any  of  the 
exceptions,  such  exceptions  are  hereby 
overruled  for  the  reasons  previously 
stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof  are  four  documents  entitled  re¬ 
spectively,  “Marketing  Agreement  Regu¬ 
lating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the 
Georgia  Marketing  Area”,  “Marketing 
Agreement  Regulating  the  Handling  of 
Milk  in  the  Chattanooga,  Tenn., 
Marketing  Area”,  “Order  Amending  the. 
Order  Regulating  the  Handling  of  Milk 
in  the  Georgia  Marketing  Area”,  and 
“Order  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  Marketing  Area”,  which  have  been 
decided  upon  as  the  detailed  and  appro¬ 
priate  means  of  effectuating  the  fore¬ 
going  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  will  be  published 
with  this  decision. 

Determination  of  Representative 
Period 

The  month  of  August  1969  is  hereby 
determined  to  be  the  representative 
period  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  issuance  of  the  attached 
orders  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Georgia  and 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  marketing  areas,  is 
approved  or  favored  by  producers,  as  de¬ 
fined  imder  the  terms  of  the  order,  as 
amended  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  and  who,  during  such  repre¬ 
sentative  period,  were  engaged  in  the 
production  of  milk  for  sale  within  the 
aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  16,  1969. 

Richard  E.  Lyng, 
Assistant  Secretary. 


Order'  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Georgia 
Marketing  Area 

Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  Issuance  of  the  aforesaid  or¬ 
der  and  of  the  previously  issued  amend¬ 
ments  thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous 
findings  and  determinations  are  hereby 
ratified  and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as 
such  findings  and  determinations  may 
be  in  conflict  with  the  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Georgia  marketing  area. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby 
amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the  or¬ 
der  as  hereby  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby 
amended,  regulates  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  same  manner  as,  and  is  appli¬ 
cable  only  to  persons  in  the  respective 
classes  of  industrial  or  commercial  ac¬ 
tivity  specified  in,  a  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  upon  which  a  hearing  has  been 
held; 

(4)  All  milk  and  milk  products  han¬ 
dled  by  handlers,  as  defined  in  the  or¬ 
der  as  hereby  amended,  are  in  the  cur¬ 
rent  of  interstate  commerce  or  directly 
burden,  obstruct,  or  affect  interstate 
commerce  in  milk  or  its  products;  and 

(5)  It  is  hereby  found  that  the  neces¬ 
sary  expense  of  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  for  the  maintenance  and  function¬ 
ing  of  such  agency  will  require  the  pay¬ 
ment  by  each  handler,  as  his  pro  rata 
share  of  such  expense,  4  cents  per  hun- 


*Tbls  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


dredweight  or  such  amount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  4  cents  per  hundredweight  as  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe,  with  respect 
to: 

(i)  Producer  milk  (including  such 
handler’s  own  production) ; 

(ii)  Other  source  milk  allocated  to 
Class  I  pursuant  to  §  1007.45(a)  (5)  and 
(9)  and  the  corresponding  steps  of 
§  1007.45(b) ;  and 

(iii)  Class  I  milk  disposed  of  in  the 
marketing  area  from  a  partially  regu¬ 
lated  distributing  plant  that  exceeds  the 
hundredweight  of  Class  I  milk  received 
during  the  month  at  such  plant  from 
pool  plants  and  other  order  plants. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Georgia  marketing  area  shall  be 
in  conformity  to  and  in  compliance  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  aforesaid 
order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby 
amended,  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1969,  and  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  September  3,  1969  (34 
F.R.  13994;  F.R.  Doc.  69-10456),  shall 
be  and  are  the  terms  and  provisions  of 
this  order,  and  are  set  forth  in  full 
herein: 

Section  1007.6  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1007.6  Georgia  marketing  area. 

The  “Georgia  marketing  area”,  herein¬ 
after  called  the  “marketing  area”,  means 
all  the  territory,  including  all  waterfront 
facilities  connected  therewith,  geographi¬ 
cally  within  the  boundaries  of  the  State 
of  Georgia  except  the  coimties  of  Ca¬ 
toosa,  Chattooga,  Dade,  Fannin,  Mur¬ 
ray,  Rabim,  Walker,  and  Whitfield.  The 
marketing  area  shall  include  all  territory 
that  is  occupied  by  government  (munic¬ 
ipal,  State,  or  Federal)  reservations,  in¬ 
stallations,  institutions,  or  other  similar 
establishments  if  any  part  of  such  ter¬ 
ritory  is  within  the  designated  geograph¬ 
ical  limits  of  the  marketing  area. 

Order'  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Chatta¬ 
nooga.  Tennessee.  Marketing  Area 
Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 


>  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  $  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 
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(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
u  s  e.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900),  a  public  hearing  was  held  ui>on 
certain  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  market¬ 
ing  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  found  that : 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act: 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  min¬ 
imum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 
and 

(3 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended 
and  as  hereby  amended,  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  prop>osed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Regulatory  Programs,  on  Au¬ 
gust  28,  1969,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  3,  1969 
(34  F.R.  13994;  F.R.  Doc.  69-10456) ,  shall 
be  and  are  the  terms  and  provisions  of 
this  order,  and  are  set  forth  in  full 
herein : 

1.  Section  1090.6  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 090.6  Producer. 

“Producer”  means  any  approved  dairy 
farmer,  except  a  producer-handler  sis  de¬ 
fined  in  any  order  (including  this  part) 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Act,  whose  milk 
is  physically  received  at  a  pool  plant  or 
diverted  pursuant  to  §  1090.11  from  a 
pool  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant.  “Producer” 
shall  not  include  an  approved  dairy 
farmer  with  respect  to  milk  that  is  phys¬ 
ically  received  at  a  pool  plant  as  divert¬ 
ed  milk  from  an  other  order  plant  if  a 
Class  II  classification  imder  this  order 
is  designated  for  such  milk  and  it  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  pricing  and  pooling  provisions 
of  another  order  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act. 


2.  Section  1090.11  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1090.11  Producer  milk. 

“Producer  milk”  means  the  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  contained  in  milk: 

(a)  Received  at  a  pool  plant  directly 
from  a  producer;  or 

(b)  Diverted  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant  (except  a  producer-han¬ 
dler  plant) ,  subject  to  the  following 
conditions : 

( 1 )  Such  milk  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  received  by  the  diverting  handler 
at  the  plant  from  which  diverted; 

(2)  In  any  month  of  September 
through  November  that  less  than  4  days’ 
production  of  a  producer  is  delivered  to 
pool  plants,  the  quantity  of  mUk  of  the 
producer  diverted  during  the  month  that 
exceeds  that  delivered  to  pool  plants 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  at  a  pool  plant  and  shall  not  be 
producer  milk; 

(3)  Milk  may  be  diverted  to  an  other 
order  plant  only  if  a  Class  II  classifica¬ 
tion  (or  its  equivalent)  is  designated  for 
such  milk  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
another  order  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act  and  such  milk  is  not  subject  to  the 
pricing  and  pooling  provisions  of  such 
orders: 

(4)  A  cooperative  association  may  di¬ 
vert  for  its  account  the  milk  of  any 
member-producer:  Provided,  That  in 
any  month  of  September  through  No¬ 
vember  the  total  quantity  of  milk  so 
diverted  that  exceeds  35  percent  of  the 
milk  physically  received  from  member- 
producers  at  all  pool  plants  during  the 
month  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  been 
received  at  a  pool  plant  and  shall  not 
be  producer  milk; 

( 5 )  The  operator  of  a  pool  plant,  other 
than  a  cooperative  association,  may  di¬ 
vert  for  his  account  the  milk  of  any 
producer  other  than  a  member  of  a  co¬ 
operative  association:  Provided.  That  in 
any  month  of  September  through  No¬ 
vember  the  total  quantity  of  milk  so  di¬ 
verted  that  exceeds  35  percent  of  the 
milk  physically  received  at  such  pool 
plant  during  the  month  from  producers 
who  are  not  members  of  a  cooperative 
association  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
been  received  at  a  pool  plant  and  shall 
not  be  producer  milk;  and 

(6)  The  diverting  handler  shall  des¬ 
ignate  the  dairy  farmers  whose  milk  is 
not  producer  milk  pursuant  to  subpara¬ 
graphs  (4)  and  (5)  of  this  paragraph. 
If  the  handler  falls  to  make  such  desig¬ 
nation,  no  milk  diverted  by  him  shall  be 
producer  milk. 

3.  Section  1090.51(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1090.51  Class  prices. 

***** 

(a)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  price  per 
himdredweight  for  Cfiass  I  milk  for  the 
month  shall  be  the  basic  formula  price 
for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.95  and 
plus  20  cents. 

*  ♦  ♦  ♦  * 

4.  Section  1090.53(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  1090.53  Location  adjustments  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

(a)  The  Class  I  price  for  producer  milk 
and  other  source  milk  (for  which  a  loca¬ 
tion  adjustment  is  applicable)  at  a  plant 
that  is  north  of  either  the  southern 
boundary  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  or 
the  northern  boundary  of  the  State  of 
South  Carolina  and  more  than  65  miles 
(by  the  shortest  hard-surfaced  highway 
distance  as  determined  by  the  market 
administrator)  from  the  city  hall  in 
Chattanooga  shall  be  reduced  15  cents 
and  an  additional  1.5  cents  for  each  10 
miles  or  fraction  thereof  in  excess  of  75 
miles  (by  the  shortest  hard-surface 
highway  distance  as  determined  by  the 
market  administrator)  that  such  plant 
is  from  the  city  hall  in  Chattanooga; 
and 

***** 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12560:  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  1134  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-301-A10] 

MILK  IN  WESTERN  COLORADO 
MARKETING  AREA 
Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed 

Amendments  to  Tentative  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  at 
the  Holiday  Inn,  Interstate  70  and  Hori¬ 
zon  Drive,  Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  begin¬ 
ning  at  9:30  a.m.  local  time,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  3,  1969,  with  respect  to  proposed 
amendments  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreement  and  to  the  order,  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Western 
Colorado  marketing  area. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments,  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  any  ap¬ 
propriate  modifications  thereof,  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order. 

The  proposed  amendments,  set  forth 
below,  have  not  received  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Proposed  by  Western  Colorado  Milk 
Producers  Association: 

Proposal  No.  1.  In  §  1134.51  Class 
prices,  delete  paragraph  (a),  and  sub¬ 
stitute  therefor: 

(a)  Class  I  milk.  The  Class  I  price  for 
each  month  shall  be  the  price  for  Class 
I  milk  established  under  Federal  order 
No.  137  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Eastern  Colorado  marketing  area 
f.o.b.  Denver,  less  30  cents; 

Proposal  No.  2.  In  §  1134.53(a)  Butter- 
fat  differentials  to  handlers,  delete 
“0.130”,  and  substitute  therefor  “0.120.” 

Proposal  No.  3.  In  §  1134.86  Adjust¬ 
ment  of  accounts,  add  a  paragraph  as 
follows:  “Any  unpaid  obligation  of  a 
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handler  pursuant  to  §  1135.84  of  this 
chapter  or  this  section  relative  to  pay¬ 
ments  to  the  producer -settlement  fund 
shall  be  increased  1  percent  on  the  3d 
day  following  the  due  date  of  such  obli¬ 
gation  and  on  the  15th  day  of  each  month 
thereafter  until  such  obligation  is  paid.” 

Proposal  No.  4.  Delete  §  1134.13  Pro¬ 
ducer-handler,  and  substitute  therefor 
the  following; 

§  1134.13  Producer-handler. 

“Producer-handler”  means  an  indi¬ 
vidual,  partnership  or  corporation  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  milk  and 
operation  of  a  plant  from  which  fluid 
milk  products  are  disposed  of  within 
the  marketing  area  and  who  has  been 
so  designated  by  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  upon  his  determination  that  all 
of  the  requirements  of  this  section  have 
been  met,  and  that  none  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  therein  for  cancellation  of  such 
designation  exists.  All  designations 
shall  remain  In  effect  imtil  canceled 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section. 

(а)  Requirements  for  designation. 
Any  individual,  partnership,  or  corpora¬ 
tion  requesting  designation  as  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  shall  meet  all  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements; 

(1)  In  the  event  the  applicant  is  a 
partnership  the  Articles  of  partnership 
shall  be  filed  with  the  market 
administrator.  . 

(2)  In  the  event  the  applicant  is  a 
corporation  the  Articles  of  Incorpora¬ 
tion  and  bylaws  shall  be  filed  with  the 
market  administrator. 

(3)  Such  individual,  partnership  or 
corporation  (in  the  capacity  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer)  shall  provide  proof  satisfactory 
to  the  market  administrator  that  the 
care,  management  and  ownership  of  all 
the  dairy  animals  and  other  resources 
used  to  produce  milk  are  under  the  com¬ 
plete,  exclusive  control  and  are  the  sole 
financial  risk  of  the  said  individual, 
partnership  or  corporation. 

(4)  Such  Individual,  partnership  or 
corporation  (in  the  capacity  of  a  han¬ 
dler)  shall  provide  proof  satisfactory  to 
the  market  administrator  that  the  op¬ 
eration  and  management  of  the  han¬ 
dling,  processing  and  distribution  facil¬ 
ities  are  under  the  complete  and  ex¬ 
clusive  control  and  at  the  sole  financial 
risk  of  said  Individual,  partnership  or 
corporation. 

( 5 )  The  said  producer-handler  neither 
receives  at  his  designated  milk  pro¬ 
duction  resoiu-ces  and  facilities  nor  re¬ 
ceives,  handles,  processes  or  distributes 
at  or  through  any  of  his  milk  handling, 
processing  or  distributing  resources  and 
facilities  fluid  milk  products  derived 
from  any  source  other  than  (i)  his  des¬ 
ignated  milk  production  resomces  and 
facilities,  (ii)  pool  plants  in  the  form 
of  packaged  fluid  milk  products,  other 
than  whole  milk,  which  do  not  exceed 
a  daily  average  during  the  month  of 
100  pounds,  or  (iii)  nonfat  milk  solids 
which  are  used  to  fortify  fluid  milk 
products. 

(б)  The  said  producer-handler  is 
neither  directly  or  indirectly  associated 


with  the  business  control  or  manage¬ 
ment  of,  nor  has  a  financial  interest  in, 
another  handler’s  operation;  nor  is  any 
other  handler  so  associated  with  the 
producer-handler’s  operation. 

(7)  That  said  producer-handler  shall 
distribute  fluid  milk  products  only  in 
the  following  manner,  and  no  other; 

(i)  Disposition  at  the  farm  to  retail 
customers: 

(ii)  Disposition  not  for  resale; 

(iii)  Delivery  to  grocery  stores  and 
restaurants. 

(b)  Application.  Any  individual,  part¬ 
nership,  or  corporation  claiming  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  above  may  file  with  the 
market  administrator,  on  forms  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  market  administrator, 
an  application  for  designation  as  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler.  The  application  shall 
contain  the  following  information; 

(1)  A  hsting  and  description  of  all 
resources  and  facilities  used  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  milk  which  are  the  sole  finan¬ 
cial  risk  or  said  individual,  partnership, 
or  corporation. 

(2)  A  listing  and  description  of  all 
resources  and  facilities  used  for  the 
processing  or  distribution  of  milk  or 
milk  products  which  are  the  sole  finan¬ 
cial  risk  of  said  individual,  partner¬ 
ship  or  corporation. 

(3)  Information  satisfactory  to  the 
market  administrator  that  said  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  has  met  all  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Cancellation.  The  designation  as 
a  producer-handler  shall  be  canceled 
upon  determination  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  that  any  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
are  not  continuing  to  be  effective  on  the 
first  day  of  the  month  following  the 
month  in  which  the  requirements  were 
not  met. 

(d)  Public  announcement.  The  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  shall  publicly  an- 
notmee  the  name,  plant  location  and 
farm  location(s)  of  persons  designated 
as  producer-handlers,  or  those  whose 
designations  have  been  canceled,  and 
the  effective  dates  of  producer-handler 
status  or  loss  of  producer-handler  sta¬ 
tus  for  each.  Such  annovmcements  shall 
be  controlling  with  respect  to  the  ac- 
coimting  at  plants  of  other  handlers  for 
milk  received  from  any  producer- 
handler. 

(e)  Burden  of  establishing  and  main¬ 
taining  producer -handler  status.  The 
burden  rests  upon  the  handler  who  is 
designated  as  a  producer-handler  to 
establish  through  records  required  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  1134.33  that  the  requirements 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  have  been  and  are  continuing  to 
be  met,  and  that  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  for  can¬ 
cellation  of  designation  do  not  exist. 

Proposal  No.  5.  Delete  §  1134.16,  Fluid 
milk  products,  and  substitute  therefor 
the  following; 

§1134.16  Fluid  milk  products. 

“Fltiid  milk  products”  means  milk, 
skim  milk,  buttermilk,  plain  or  flavored 
milk  and  milk  drinks  (unmodified  or  with 


added  nonfat  milk  solids)  including 
“dietary  milk  products”,  reconstituted 
milk  or  skim  milk,  filled  milk,  concen¬ 
trated  milk  not  in  hermetically  sealed 
all-metal  containers,  cream  (sweet  and 
sour)  and  mixtures  of  cream  and  milk 
or  skim  milk,  but  not  including  the  fol¬ 
lowing;  aerated  cream  products,  frozen 
cream,  sour  cream  to  which  other  ingre¬ 
dients  are  added  (commonly  referred  to 
as  “dips”),  eggnog,  yogurt,  ice  cream, 
and  frozen  dessert  mixes,  evaporated  or 
condensed  milk,  and  sterile  fluid  milk 
products  in  hermetically  sealed  all-metal 
containers. 

Proposal  No.  6.  In  §  1134.70  Compu¬ 
tation  of  the  net  pool  obligation  of  each 
pool  handler: 

1.  Delete  paragraph  (c)  (2)  and  sub¬ 
stitute  therefor  the  following; 

(2)  Multiply  the  difference  between 
the  appropriate  Class  III  price  for  the 
preceding  month  and  the  appropriate 
Class  n  price  for  the  current  month  by 
the  himdredweight  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  subtracted  from  Class  n  milk 
under  §  1134.46(a)  (6)  and  the  corre¬ 
sponding  step  of  §  1134.46(b),  for  the 
current  month. 

2.  Delete  paragraph  (c)  (3). 

Proposal  No.  7.  In  §  1134.9  Pool  plant, 

delete  paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  and 
substitute  therefor  the  following; 

(a)  Any  plant  hereinafter  referred  to 
as  a  “distributing  pool  plant”,  in  which 
during  the  month  milk  or  milk  products 
are  processed  or  packaged  and  from 
which; 

(1)  An  amount  equal  to  50  percent  or 
more  of  any  receipts  of  Grade  A  milk 
(except  receipts  from  distributing  pool 
plants)  is  disposed  of  as  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  from  said  plant  or  premises  on 
routes:  and 

(2)  Ten  percent  or  more  of  such  dis¬ 
position,  or  2,000  poimds  per  day,  which¬ 
ever  is  less,  is  disposed  of  on  routes  in 
the  marketing  area;  and 

Proposal  No.  8.  In  §  1134.12  Producer, 
delete  paragraph  (d) . 

Proposal  No.  9.  In  §  1134.14  Producer 
milk,  add  the  following: 

(c)  Milk  diverted  pursuant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  deemed  received  at  the 
plant  from  which  diverted,  except  when 
milk  is  diverted  from  a  pool  plant  lo¬ 
cated  within  60  miles  of  the  City  Hall  of 
Grand  Jimction,  Colo.,  to  a  plant  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  125  miles  of  the  City  HaU  of  Grand 
Junction,  Colo.,  such  milk  shall  be 
deemed  received  at  the  plant  to  which 
diverted  for  purposes  of  pricing,  pur¬ 
suant  to  §§  1134.52  and  1134.81. 

Make  necessary  conforming  changes 
in  §§  1134.52  and  1134.81. 

Proposed  by  the  Dairy  Division,  Con¬ 
sumer  and  Marketing  Service: 

Proposal  No.  10.  Make  such  changes  as 
may  be  necessary  to  make  the  entire 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  con¬ 
form  with  any  amendments  thereto  that 
may  result  from  this  hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  and 
the  order  may  be  procured  from  the 
Market  Administrator,  H.  Alan  Luke, 
4411  East  Kentucky  Avenue,  Denver, 
Colo,  80222,  or  from  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Room  112-A,  Administration  Building, 
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U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250  or  may  be  there 
inspected. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15, 1969. 

John  C.  Bltjm, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-12534;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[  46  CFR  Part  528  1 

[Docket  No.  69-38] 

MANDATORY  PROVISIONS  TO  BE  IN¬ 
CLUDED  IN  SELF-POLICING  SYS¬ 
TEMS 

Rescheduling  of  Filing  Dates 

October  15,  1969. 

At  the  request  of  Hearing  Coimsel, 
and  good  cause  appearing,  time  within 
which  their  reply  may  be  filed  In  this 
proceeding  is  enlarged  to  and  including 
December  15,  1969.  Answers  to  Hearing 
Counsel’s  reply  may  be  filed  on  or  before 
January  5, 1970. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12556;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.l 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[T.D.  69-231] 

AIRCRAFT  IN  FOREIGN  TRADE 

Supplies  and  Equipment  for  Aircraft 
of  Foreign  Registry 

October  13, 1969. 

In  accordance  with  section  309(d) , 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1309(d) ) ,  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  has  found  and  imder  date  of  Sep¬ 
tember  30.  1969,  has  advised  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  that,  except  for  ground 
equipment,  on  and  after  April  1,  1969, 
Jamaica  has  allowed  privileges  to  air¬ 
craft  registered  in  the  United  States  and 
engaged  in  foreign  trade  substantially 
reciprocal  to  those  provided  for  in  sec¬ 
tions  309  and  317  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1309,  1317). 
Corresponding  privileges  are  accordingly 
extended  to  aircraft  registered  in  Ja¬ 
maica  and  engaged  in  foreign  trade. 

The  applicable  provisions  of  §§  10.59  to 
10.65,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
10.59-10.65),  shall  be  applied  to  with¬ 
drawals  for  these  aircraft. 

[seal]  Edwin  F.  Rains, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12539;  Plied,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8  ;45  a.m.] 


Fiscal  Service 

[Dept.  Circ.  570, 1969  Rev.,  Supp.  No.  4] 

INTEGRITY  MUTUAL  INSURANCE 
COMPANY 

Surety  Company  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  surety  on  Federal  bonds  has 
been  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  following  company  under 
sections  6  to  13  of  Title  6  of  the  United 
States  Code.  On  underwriting  limitation 
of  $165,000.00  has  been  established  for 
the  company. 

Name  of  company,  location  of  principal  ex¬ 
ecutive  office,  and  State  in  which  incorpo¬ 
rated: 

Integrity  Mutual  Insurance  Company 
Appleton,  Wisconsin 
Wisconsin 

Certificates  of  authority  expire  on 
June  30  each  year,  unless  sooner  revoked, 
and  new  certificates  are  issued  on  July  1 
so  long  as  the  companies  remain  qualified 
(31  CFR  Part  223).  A  list  of  qualified 
companies  Is  published  annually  as  of 
July  1  in  I>epartment  Circular  570,  with 
details  as  to  underwriting  limitations, 
areas  in  which  licensed  to  transact  fidel¬ 
ity  and  surety  business  and  other  infor¬ 


mation.  Copies  of  the  circular,  when 
Issued,  may  be  obtained  from  the  Treas* 
ury  Department,  Bureau  of  Accounts, 
Audit  Staff,  Washington,  D.C.  20226. 

Dated  October  16,  1969. 

[seal]  John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12540;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:45  ajn.] 


Internal  Revenue  Service 
NORMAN  HOMER  STANLEY 
Notice  of  Granting  of  Relief 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mr.  Nor¬ 
man  Homer  Stanley,  Route  2,  Box  114, 
Varnville,  S.C.,  has  applied  for  relief 
from  disabilities  imposed  by  Federal  laws 
with  respect  to  the  acquisition,  receipt, 
transfer,  shipment,  or  possession  of  fire¬ 
arms  Incurred  by  reason  of  his  convic¬ 
tion  on  October  15,  1934,  by  the  Court 
of  General  Sessions,  Allendale  County, 
Allendale,  S.C.,  and  on  or  about 
March  26, 1957,  by  the  U.S.  District  Court 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  of  crimes  punishable  by  imprison¬ 
ment  for  a  term  exceeding  1  year.  Unless 
relief  is  granted,  it  will  be  unlawful  for 
Norman  Homer  Stanley,  because  of  such 
convictions,  to  ship,  transport,  or  receive 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  any 
firearm  or  ammunition,  and  he  would 
be  ineligible  for  a  license  under  chapter 
44,  title  18,  United  States  Code  as  a  fire- . 
arms  or  ammunition  Importer,  manufac¬ 
turer,  dealer,  or  collector.  In  addition, 
under  title  VH  of  the  Omnibus  Crime 
Control  and  Safe  Streets  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended  (82  Stat.  236;  18  U.S.C.,  Ap¬ 
pendix),  because  of  such  convictions,  it 
would  be  unlawful  for  Mr.  Stanley  to  re¬ 
ceive,  possess,  or  transport  in  commerce 
or  affecting  commerce,  any  firearm. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  I  have  con¬ 
sidered  Norman  Homer  Stanley’s  appli¬ 
cation  and  have  foimd: 

( 1 )  The  convictions  were  made  upon  a 
charge  which  did  not  involve  the  use  of 
a  firearm  or  other  weapon  or  a  violation 
of  chapter  44,  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  or  of  the  National  Firearms  Act; 
and 

(2)  It  has  been  established  to  my  sat¬ 
isfaction  that  the  circumstances  regard¬ 
ing  the  convictions  and  the  applicant’s 
record  and  reputation  are  such  that  the 
applicant  will  not  be  likely  to  act  in  a 
manner  dangerous  to  public  safety,  and 
that  the  granting  of  the  relief  would  not 
be  contrary  to  the  public  Interest. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
by  section  925(c),  title  18,  United  States 
Code  and  delegated  to  me  by  26  CFR 
178.144,  it  is  ordered  that  Norman  Homer 
Stanley  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  granted 
relief  from  any  and  all  disabilities  im¬ 
posed  by  Federal  laws  with  respect  to  the 


acquisition,  receipt,  transfer,  shipment, 
or  possession  of  firearms  and  incurred  by 
reason  of  the  convictions  hereinabove 
described. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  October  1969. 

[seal]  Randolph  W.  Thrower, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12541;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

ORGANIZATION  STATEMENT 

Sec. 

1.  General. 

2.  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 

3.  Air  staff. 

4.  Field  organization. 

Section  1.  General — (a)  Creation  and 
authority.  The  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  was  established  as  part  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Military  Establishment  by  the 
National  Security  Act  of  1947  (61  Stat. 
495) ,  and  by  the  terms  of  that  act  came 
into  legal  being  on  September  18,  1947. 
The  National  Security  Act  Amendments 
of  1949  (63  Stat.  578) ,  redesignated  the 
National  Military  Establishment  as  the 
Department  of  Defense,  established  it  as 
an  executive  department,  and  made  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  a  military 
department  within  the  Department  of 
Defense.  The  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  is  separately  organized  under  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force.  It  operates 
under  the  authority,  direction,  and  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (10 
U.S.C,  8010).  The  organization  of  the 
Department  is  prescribed  by  sections 
8011-8079  of  tiUe  10,  United  States  Code. 

(b)  Mission.  The  mission  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Air  Force  is  to  provide 
an  Air  Force  that  is  capable,  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  other  armed  forces,  of  pre¬ 
serving  the  peace  and  security  of  the 
United  States,  providing  for  its  defense, 
supporting  the  national  policies,  imple¬ 
menting  the  national  objectives,  and 
overcoming  any  nation  responsible  for 
aggressive  acts  that  imperil  the  peace 
and  security  of  the  United  States.  In  gen¬ 
eral,  the  Air  Force  includes  aviation 
forces  both  combat  and  service  not  other¬ 
wise  assigned.  It  is  organized,  trained, 
and  equipped  primarily  for  prompt  and 
sustained  offensive  and  defensive  aero¬ 
space  operations.  It  is  responsible  for  the 
preparation  of  the  aerospace  forces  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  effective  prosecution  of 
war  except  as  otherwise  assigned  and,  in 
accordance  with  integrated  joint  mobili¬ 
zation  plans,  for  the  expansion  of  the 
peacetime  components  of  the  Air  Force 
to  meet  the  needs  of  war. 

Sec.  2.  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force,  (a)  The  Secretary  of  the  Air 
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Force  is  responsible  for  and  has  the  au¬ 
thority  necessary  to  conduct  all  affairs 
of  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force.  In 
the  absence  of  the  Secretary,  the  Under 
Secretary  performs  the  duties  of  the 
Secretary;  in  the  absence  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  and  Under  Secretary,  the  Assistant 
Secretaries  in  the  order  fixed  by  their 
length  of  service  as  such  perform  the 
duties  of  the  Secretary. 

(b)  Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force. 
The  Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  as 
principal  assistant  to  the  Secretary,  acts 
with  full  authority  of  the  Secretary  on 
all  affairs  of  the  Department. 

(c)  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (Research  and  Development) .  The 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(Research  and  Development)  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  plans,  policies,  and  programs 
relative  to  scientific  and  technical  mat¬ 
ters;  basic  and  applied  research,  explor¬ 
atory  development  and  advanced  tech¬ 
nology;  and  integration  of  technology 
with,  and  determination  of,  qualitative 
Air  Force  requirements.  He  is  also  re- 
sp)onsible  for  research,  development,  test, 
and  evaluation  of  weapons,  weapons  sys¬ 
tems,  and  defense  materiel.  In  addition, 
he  is  charged  with  the  technical  man¬ 
agement  of  systems  engineering  and 
integration,  and  with  the  direction  and 
supervision  of  all  space  programs  and 
space  activities  of  the  Air  Force. 

(d)  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (Installations  and  Logistics) .  The 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (In¬ 
stallations  and  Logistics)  is  responsible 
for  production  and  contract  management 
of  weapons  systems;  industrial  defense 
program;  industrial  resources  and  readi¬ 
ness;  procurement  activities;  contrac¬ 
tors’  equal  employment  opportunities; 
renegotiation  affairs  and  contract  ap-  * 
peals;  Contract  Adjustment  Board  mat¬ 
ters;  and  small  business  matters.  He  is 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  the 
Canadian  Production  and  Development 
Sharing  Program,  and  the  International 
Logistics  Program.  His  responsibilities 
also  include  supply  management;  equip¬ 
ment  maintenance  and  modification 
management;  materiel  and  logistics 
planning  and  programing;  cost  reduc¬ 
tion  program;  standardization  and  tech¬ 
nical  data;  and  installations  planning 
and  programing.  In  addition,  he  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  acquisition  and  disposal 
of  real  estate;  construction  of  bases  and 
facilities;  family  housing;  maintenance 
of  real  property;  civil  aviation,  including 
the  Department  of  Defense  Advisory 
Committee  on  Federal  Aviation,  and  the 
Interagency  Group  on  International 
Aviation;  transportation,  communica¬ 
tions,  and  other  service  activities;  and 
economic  utilization  policy. 

(e)  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (Financial  Management) .  The  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (Fi¬ 
nancial  Management)  is  responsible  for 
the  Air  Force  programing  processes  and 
the  preparation  and  validation  of  all  pro¬ 
gram  dociunentation;  budgeting  and 
fund  management;  accounting,  accoimt- 
ing  systems,  and  cost  control;  finance, 
including  disbursement  and  collection 
of  funds;  ccmtract  financing;  the  design. 


installation,  and  application  of  manage¬ 
ment  information  and  control  systems; 
auditing;  contracts  for  management  en¬ 
gineering  services;  and  automatic  data 
processing  programs.  He  is  the  Air  Force 
Senior  ADP  Policy  Official  in  this  area, 
serving  as  the  focal  ix>int  for  ADP  Policy 
and  for  the  administration  of  the  ADP 
Programs  within  the  Department,  includ¬ 
ing  the  development  of  automated  data 
systems  and  the  selection,  acquisition, 
management  and  use  of  automatic  data 
processing  equipment  and  associated 
software  (ADPE/S).  In  addition,  he  is 
responsible  for  directing  and  supervising 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Air  Force,  who  has 
a  concun-ent  responsibility  of  the  Chief 
of  Staff. 

(f)  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (Manpower  and  Reserve  Affairs). 
The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(Manpower  and  Reserve  Affairs)  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  act  for  the 
Secretary  within  the  following  areas  of 
responsibility:  reserve  component  af¬ 
fairs;  manpower  and  organization;  and 
military  and  civilian  personnel,  includ¬ 
ing  procurement  administration,  and 
all  factors  affecting  morale  and  well 
being.  He  is  responsible  for  programs  to 
prohibit  discrimination  because  of  race, 
creed,  color,  sex,  or  national  origin,  ex¬ 
cept  programs  applicable  to  contractors. 
He  is  also  responsible  for  Civil  Air  Pa¬ 
trol;  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps; 
Air  National  Guard;  contracts  for  per¬ 
sonal  services  and  training;  and  travel 
and  per  diem  allowances.  His  responsibil¬ 
ities  include  military,  civilian,  and  indus¬ 
trial  personnel  security  and  investigative 
programs,  and  manpower  management 
programs  and  techniques.  He  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  all  matters  portaining  to  the 
'  Air  Force  Board  for  Correction  of  Mili¬ 
tary  Records:  the  Air  Force  Personnel 
Ck)uncil  and  its  component  boards,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Air  Force  Discharge  Review 
Board,  the  Air  Force  Board  of  Review, 
the  Air  Force  Physical  Disability  Appeal 
Board,  and  the  Air  Force  Decorations 
Board.  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  (Manpower  and  Reserve  Af¬ 
fairs)  is,  piu-suant  to  10  U.S.C.  175(a) 
(2),  a  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
Policy  Board. 

(g)  Administrative  Assistant.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Assistant  serves  as  princi¬ 
pal  adviser  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  and  other  statutory  appointees  on 
all  phases  of  internal  administration 
and  management  policies  and  assures 
administrative  continuity  in  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  during  changes  of  top 
officials.  He  acts  for  the  Secretary  in 
numerous  administrative  matters  which 
do  not  require  his  personal  attention  and 
administers  the  contingency  fimds  of 
the  Secretary,  He  provides  staff  support 
to  the  offices  of  the  secretariat  and  Is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  such  special  studies  and 
projects  as  may  be  assigned  to  him 
directly  by  the  Secretary. 

(h)  General  Counsel.  The  <3eneral 
Counsel  is  the  final  legal  authority  on 
all  matters  arising  within  or  referred 
to  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
exc^t  those  relating  to  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  military  justice  and  such  other 


matters  as  may  be  assigned  to  the  Judge 
Advocate  General.  The  General  Coimsel 
furnishes  all  necessary  legal  advice  and 
assistance  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force,  and  is  also  responsible 
for  providing  legal  advice  and  assistance 
to  the  Air  Staff  on  matters  relating  to: 
Procurement  and  disposal  of  supplies: 
research  and  development:  real  prop¬ 
erty  acquisition  and  disposal:  construc¬ 
tion  of  military  public  works;  family 
housing  programs;  fiscal  matters;  civil 
aviation;  and  personnel  security  pro¬ 
grams.  The  General  Counsel  represents 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  in  dealing 
with  other  departments  and  agencies  of 
the  (jrovemment  on  all  matters  relating 
to  the  negotiation  of  international  agree¬ 
ments  affecting  the  Air  Force. 

(i)  Director,  Office  of  Legislative  Liai¬ 
son.  The  Director  of  Legislative  Liaison 
advises  and  assists  the  Secretary  and  all 
other  principal  civilian  and  military  of¬ 
ficials  of  the  Department  concerning  Air 
Force  legislative  affairs  and  congres¬ 
sional  relations.  Except  in  appropriation 
matters,  he  is  responsible  for  the  Air 
Force  legislative  program,  including  the 
preparation  of  reports,  testimony,  and 
related  statements  on  legislation;  re¬ 
plies  to  congressional  committee  investi¬ 
gative  inquiries:  replies  to  inquiries 
from  Members  of  Congress,  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Office  of  the  President,  and  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Vice  President.  He  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  travel  arrangements  for  con¬ 
gressional  travel  designated  an  official 
responsibility  of  the  Air  Force;  inform¬ 
ing  Members  of  Congress  and  commit¬ 
tees  of  Congress  of  Air  Force  activities: 
and  the  release  of  classified  information 
to  the  Congress. 

(j)  Director,  Office  of  Information. 
The  Director  of  Information,  vmder  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force,  is  assigned  responsibility  for  con¬ 
ducting  the  operations  of  the  U.S.  Air 
Force  Information  Program;  planning, 
directing,  and  supervising  internal  and 
external  information  activities;  and  de¬ 
veloping  and  supervising  programs  de¬ 
signed  to  maintain  effective  Air  Force- 
community  relations.  Additionally,  he  is 
responsible  for  maintaining  liaison  with 
counterpart  information  offices  of  the 
Office,  Secretary  of  Defense,  Army, 
Navy,  and  other  governmental  and  in¬ 
dustrial  organizations. 

Sec.  3.  Air  staff — (a)  Chief  of  Staff. 
The  Chief  of  Staff,  U.S.  Air  Force,  serves 
as  a  member  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
and  the  Armed  Forces  Policy  Coimcil.  In 
his  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  capacity  he  is 
one  of  the  principal  military  advisers  to 
the  President,  the  National  Security 
Council,  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
He  is  the  principal  military  adviser  and 
executive  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  on  activities  of  the  Air  Force.  He 
presides  over  the  Air  Staff,  and  super¬ 
vises  such  members  and  organizations  of 
the  Air  Force  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  determines,  consistent  with  full 
operational  command  assigned  to  com¬ 
manders  of  specified  and  unified  com¬ 
batant  commands.  He  is  responsible  for 
transmitting  to  the  Secretary  the  plans 
and  recommendations  of  the  Air  Staff, 
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for  advising  him  with  regard  thereto,  administration  of  the  global  Air  Force  bureau  of  the  Department  of  the  Army 
and,  after  their  approval  by  the  Secre-  Historical  Program.  He  advises  and  and  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
tary,  for  acting  as  his  agent  in  carrying  counsels  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  headed  by  a  chief  who  is  the  adviser  to 
them  out.  The  Chief  of  Staff  is  directly  and  Chief  of  Staff  on  historical  matters,  the  Army  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  Air 
responsible  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  (h)  Chief,  Operations  Analysis.  The  Force  Chief  of  Staff  on  National  Guard 
Force  for  the  efficiency  of  Uie  Air  Force  Chief  of  Operations  Analysis  serves  as  a  matters.  The  National  Guard  Bureau  is 
and  preparation  of  its  forces  for  military  scientific  adviser  to  the  Secretary  of  the  the  channel  of  communication  between 
operations.  He  supervises  the  adminis-  Air  Force  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  on  mat-  the  departments  concerned  and  the  sev- 
tration  of  Air  Force  personnel  assigned  ters  relating  to  Air  Force  designated  and  era!  States,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  District 
to  unified  organizations  and  unified  and  functional  studies,  and  he  provides  focus  of  Columbia  on  matters  pertaining  to 
specified  combatant  commands,  and  sup-  and  direction  to  the  worldwide  Air  Force  the  National  Guard,  the  Army  National 
port  of  forces  assigned  to  these  organiza-  Operations  Analysis  Program.  The  Oper-  Guard  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
tions  and  commands  as  directed  upon  ations  Analysis  Office  makes  scientific  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
the  Air  Force  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  studies  of  the  problems  of  air  warfare  (10  U.S.C.  3015).  The  Chief,  National 
He  supervises  the  following  activities  in  order  to  provide  bases  for  command  Guard  Bureau,  is  directly  responsible 
when  responsibility  for  them  has  been  and  management  decisions.  It  uses  the  to  the  Air  Force  Chief  of  Staff  for  all 
assigned  to  the  Air  Force  by  the  Secre-  methods  of  operations  research  to  study  matters  pertaining  to  the  development 
tai-y  of  Defense:  the  carrying  out  of  any  and  evaluate  weapons  and  tactics,  strat-  and  maintenance  of  the  Air  National 
supply  or  service  activity  common  to  egy,  logistics,  and  other  subjects  related  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
more  than  one  military  department;  the  to  the  Air  Force  mission.  United  States,  and  advises  all  other  ele- 

development  and  operational  use  of  new  (i)  Surgeon  General.  The  Surgeon  ments  of  the  Air  Staff  on  Air  National 
weapons  and  weapon  systems;  and  the  General  advises  the  Secretary  of  the  Guard  matters. 

performance  of  such  functions  as  may  Air  Force  and  the  Chief  of  Staff  on  all  (n)  Chief,  Air  Force  Reserve.  The 
be  transferred  from  other  departments  matters  pertaining  to  the  health  of  Air  Chief,  Air  Force  Reserve  is  the  principal 
or  agencies  of  the  Department  of  De-  Force  personnel,  administers  all  medical  adviser  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  on  all  mat- 
fense.  He  performs  such  other  duties  as  services  of  the  U.S.  Air  Force,  develops  ters  relating  to  the  Air  Force  Reserve 
are  assigned  by  the  President.  the  Air  Reserve  Forces  medical  program,  and  serves  on  his  special  staff.  He  moni- 

(b)  Vice  Chief  of  Staff.  The  Vice  Chief  and  advises  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre-  tors  and  maintains  surveillance  of  Air 

of  Staff  assists  the  Chief  of  Staff  in  the  tary  of  Defense  (Health  and  Medical)  on  Staff  actions  affecting  the  Air  Force 
the  exercise  of  all  his  responsibilities.  USAF  medical  matters.  Reserve  and  is  final  coordinator  on  all 

Under  delegated  authority  from  the  (j)  The  Inspector  General.  The  In-  correspondence,  directives,  and  other 
Chief  of  Staff,  he  supervises  the  U.S.  Air  spector  General  acts  as  an  adviser  to  official  documents  relating  thereto.  He 
Force  consistent  with  policy  guidance  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  serves  as  a  profes-  also  provides  a  channel  of  communica- 
and  statutory  limitations.  In  the  absence  sional  assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  the  tion  between  Headquarters,  USAF  and 
or  disability  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  or  in  Air  Force.  He  determines  the  status  of  all  subordinate  elements  responsible  for 
the  event  of  a  vacancy  in  that  office,  he  combat  readiness,  command  mission  ac-  the  administration  and  training  of  the 
exercises  the  authority  and  performs  the  complishment,  logistic  effectiveness  and  Air  Force  Reserve.  He  presents  all  per- 
duties  of  the  Chief  of  Staff.  He  serves  as  discipline:  evaluates  the  efficiency,  econ-  tinent  matters  to  Congress  and  provides 
Chairman  of  the  Air  Force  Coimcil.  omy,  and  adequacy  of  the  USAF;  investi-  liaison  with  nongovernmental  organi- 

(c)  Assistant  Vice  Chief  of  Staff.  The  gates  matters  within  USAF  jurisdiction  zations  having  a  primary  interest  in  the 
Assistant  Vice  Chief  of  Staff  assists  the  involving  crime,  violations  of  public  trust.  Air  Force  Reserve. 

Chief  of  Staff  and  the  Vice  Chief  of  Staff  subversion,  disaffection,  and  related  ac-  (o)  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  Studies 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duties.  He  as-  tivities;  directs  the  counterintelligence  and  Analysis.  The  Assistant  Chief  of 
sists  in  the  development,  implementa-  program;  establishes  security  policy:  Staff,  Studies  and  Analysis,  formulates 
tion,  and  review  of  plans,  programs,  and  develops  and  directs  the  ground,  flight,  the  Air  Force  Designated  Studies  Pro¬ 
policies,  and  in  the  overall  direction  of  missile,  and  nuclear  safety  policies,  pro-  gram  for  approval  by  the  Chief  of  Staff 
the  USAF.  He  also  exercises  general  grams,  and  procedures;  and  establishes  and  conducts  or  assists  in  conducting 
supervision  over  the  organization  and  effective  Air  Force  facilities  for  inspec-  all  studies  so  approved.  Designated 
administration  of  the  Air  Staff.  tion,  security,  investigation,  law  enforce-  studies  are  important,  high  priority 

(d)  Secretary  of  'the  Air  Staff.  The  ment,  and  safety.  studies  of  particular  significance  to  the 

Secretary  of  the  Air  Staff  is  responsible  (k)  The  Judge  Advocate  General.  The  Air  Force.  Generally,  they  deal  with 
to  the  Assistant  Vice  Chief  of  Staff  for  Judge  Advocate  General  acts  as  legal  strategic  offensive  and  defensive,  general 
internal  administration  and  manage-  adviser  to  the  Chief  of  Staff  and  exer-  purpose,  and  airlift  force  composition, 
ment  of  the  Air  Staff.  He  supervises  man-  cises  general  supervision  over  the  admin-  The  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  Studies  and 
agement  programs  for  efficient  utiliza-  istration  of  military  justice  and  civil  law  Analysis,  also  conducts  technical  and 
tion  of  Air  Staff  resources.  matters  pertaining  to  the  Air  Force.  He  specialized  operational  feasibility  anal- 

(e)  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board,  is  responsible  for  the  establishment  and  yses  and  cost  effectiveness  evaluations  to 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board  ad-  operation  of  the  legal  system  of  appellate  assist  in  major  force  level  decisions, 
vises  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  and  reviews  of  courts-martial  records  as  pro-  (p)  Chief  of  Chaplains.  The  Chief  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff  on  all  scientific  mat-  vided  by  the  Uniform  Code  of  Military  Chaplains  is  responsible  for  all  matters 
ters  of  interest  to  the  Air  Force  mission.  Justice.  pertaining  to  the  Air  Force  chaplaincy. 

The  Board  reviews  research  and  techno-  (1)  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  Intelli-  He  establishes  and  maintains  cordial 
logical  developments  for  possible  further  gence.  The  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  relationship  with  religious  groups  and 
development  for  military  application,  re-  Intelligence,  develops  and  implements  quasi-official  relationship  with  ecclesias- 
views  and  evaluates  the  Air  Force  long-  USAF  intelligence  plans  and  policies  and  tical  endorsing  agencies. 

range  plans  for  research  and  develop-  represents  the  Chief  of  Staff  on  intelli-  (q)  Director  of  Administration.  The 
ment,  and  provides  advice  on  the  gence  matters  on  specific  joint  and  inter-  Director  of  Administration  is  responsi- 
adequacy  of  the  Air  Force  program.  agency  committees  of  the  Government,  ble  for  the  development,  coordination, 

(f)  Chief  Scientist.  The  Chief  Scien-  He  coordinates  the  collection  and  pro-  and  management  of  Air  Force-wide  pro- 

tist  serves  as  chief  scientific  adviser  to  duction  of  air  intelligence  by  Air  Force  grams,  systems,  and  procedures  govern- 
the  Chief  of  Staff  and  the  Air  Force  in  all  activities:  monitors  the  worldwide  tar-  ing:  printing  and  duplicating  operations 
areas  of  research  and  development.  He  geting  efforts  in  order  to  keep  the  USAF  and  facilities,  publications  management 
recommends  changes  in  policies,  plans,  apprised  of  current  changes  and  devel-  and  distribution,  forms  management, 
and  organization  to  improve  research  opments;  and  produces  air  technical  postal  and  courier  operations,  records 
and  development  programs.  intelligence  from  reports  and  analyses  management,  correspondence  and  mes- 

(g)  Chief,  Office  of  Air  Force  History,  of  foreign  materiel.  sage  management.  He  is  also  responsible 

The  Chief,  Office  of  Air  Force  History,  is  (m)  Chief,  National  Guard  Bureau,  for  administrative  orders,  effective  writ- 
responsible  for  the  general  direction  and  The  National  Guard  Bureau  is  a  joint  ing  program,  document  security,  refer- 
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ence  library  service,  terminology  and 
abbreviations,  and  the  release  of  docu¬ 
ments  and  fee  system  in  compliance 
with  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act. 

(r)  Comptroller  of  the  Air  Force.  The 
Comptroller  of  the  Air  Force  is  directly 
responsible  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Air  Force  (Financial  Management) 
and  concurrently  to  the  Chief  of  Staff, 
USAF,  for  budgeting,  accounting,  dis¬ 
bursing,  data  management  and  auto¬ 
mated  systems  development,  analyses 
and  progress  reporting,  and  auditing 
throughout  the  Air  Force. 

(s)  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Personnel. 
The  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Personnel, 
is  responsible  for  developing  plans,  poli¬ 
cies,  and  programs  pertaining  to  mili¬ 
tary  and  civilian  personnel  of  the  Air 
Force  and  directing  the  execution  there¬ 
of.  He  develops  personnel  systems  de¬ 
signed  to  integrate  fully  qualified  person¬ 
nel  at  the  time  and  place  required  for 
optimum  support  of  all  weapon  and  sup¬ 
port  systems,  and  attendant  operational 
support. 

(t)  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Programs 
and  Resources.  The  Deputy  Chief  of 
Staff,  Programs  and  Resources,  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  developing  Air  Force  pro¬ 
grams  pertaining  to  the  attainment  of 
operating  and  supporting  forces,  and  di¬ 
recting  the  implementation  of  necessary 
actions  relating  thereto.  He  exercises  Air 
Staff  leadership  in  effecting  maximum 
balance  of  available  resoiurces  and  inte¬ 
gration  of  effort  toward  optimum  opera¬ 
tional  capability  of  all  weapon  and  sup¬ 
port  systems. 

(u)  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Plans  and 
Operations.  The  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff, 
Plans  and  Operations,  is  responsible  for 
formulating  overall  Air  Force  operation¬ 
al  concepts,  objectives,  policies,  plans, 
missions,  doctrines,  and  force  effective¬ 
ness.  He  translates  assigned  roles  and 
missions  into  Air  Force  tasks  and  deter¬ 
mines  force  requirements  to  support  ap¬ 
proved  national  strategy.  His  planning 
functions  include  imilateral  aerospace 
planning  and  joint  planning.  He  is  also 
responsible  for  those  operating  functions 
which  are  in  support  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff.  He  is  the  Operations  Deputy 
to  the  Chief  of  Staff,  USAF,  in  the  lat¬ 
ter’s  capacity  as  a  member  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  and  is  responsible  for 
USAF  participation  in  joint  and  com¬ 
bined  policy  making,  planning,  and  oper¬ 
ational  activities. 

(v)  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Research 
and  Development.  The  Deputy  Chief  of 
Staff,  Research  and  Development  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  identification  of  desired  op¬ 
erational  capabilities  for  aerospace  sys¬ 
tems  and  subsystems  to  perform  military 
tasks.  He  develops  and  directs  plans  and 
programs  for  the  Air  Force  in  the  field 
of  basic  and  applied  research,  advanced 
engineering  development,  development 
planning,  systems  acquisition,  research 
support,  and  test  activities.  He  serves  as 
the  focail  point  for  all  matters  relating  to 
space,  including  the  coordination  of  Air 
Force  activities  with  other  Government 
agencies.  He  is  responsible  for  projecting 
developments  to  meet  future  Air  Force 
mission  requirements,  and  directs  Air 


Force  research  and  development  activi¬ 
ties  in  the  nuclear  energy  field. 

(w)  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Systems 
and  Logistics.  The  Eteputy  Cffiirf  of  Staff, 
Systems  and  Logistics  is  responsible  for 
developing  and  directing  plans,  policies, 
programs,  and  procedures  for  the  man¬ 
agement  of  Air  Force  and  Reserve  Forces 
activities  in  the  field  of  logistical  support. 
This  Involves  logistical  planning,  pro¬ 
curement,  supply  and  services,  mainte¬ 
nance  engineering  and  transportation 
for  systems.  He  is  also  responsible  for 
execution  of  the  Air  Force  portion  of 
foreign  military  assistance,  sales  and 
programs. 

Sec.  4.  Field  organization.  There  are 
15  major  commands  and  7  separate  op¬ 
erating  agencies  which  together  repre¬ 
sent  the  field  organization  of  the  U.S. 
Air  Force.  These  commands  are  orga¬ 
nized  on  a  functional  basis  in  the  United 
States  and  on  an  area  basis  overseas. 
The  commands  are  given  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  accomplishing  certain  phases 
of  the  worldwide  activities  of  the  USAF. 
They  are  responsible  for  organizing,  ad¬ 
ministering,  equipping,  and  training 
their  subordinate  elements  for  the  ac¬ 
complishment  of  assigned  missions. 

(a)  Aerospace  Defense  Command.  The 
Aerospace  Defense  (Command  is  a  major 
command  of  the  U.S.  Air  Force  and  is 
the  Air  Force  component  in  the  North 
American  Air  Defense  Command/Con¬ 
tinental  Air  Defense  Command  structure. 
Its  primary  mission  is  to  discharge  Air 
Force  responsibilities  for  the  aerospace 
defense  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  Air  Force  Logistics  Command.  The 
Air  Force  Logistics  Command  provides 
worldwide  logistics  support  to  the  Air 
Force.  This  includes  procurement,  stor¬ 
age,  and  distribution  of  supplies  and  the 
performance  of  or  arrangement  for  the 
performance  of  depot  level  maintenance 
on  materiel. 

(c)  Air  Force  Systems  Command.  The 
responsibility  of  the  Air  Force  Systems 
Command  is  to  advance  aerospace  tech¬ 
nology,  adapt  it  into  operational  aero¬ 
space  systems,  and  acquire  qualitatively 
superior  aerospace  systems  and  material 
needed  to  accomplish  the  U.S.  Air  Force 
mission. 

(d)  Air  Training  Command.  The  Air 
Training  Command  provides  individual 
training  for  Air  Force  ofiQcers  and  air¬ 
men.  This  includes:  basic  training  and 
indoctrination  for  all  Air  Force  recruits; 
flying  training:  and  technical  field  spe¬ 
cial,  and  such  other  training  as  directed. 
It  is  also  charged  with  the  recruiting 
function  for  the  USAF. 

(e)  Air  University.  The  Air  University 
is  primarily  concerned  with  the  higher 
education  of  Air  Force  officers.  It  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  supervision  and  op¬ 
eration  of  such  activities  as  the  War  Col¬ 
lege,  the  Command  and  Staff  College,  the 
Institute  of  Technology,  the  Extension 
Course  Institute,  and  the  Air  Force 
ROTC. 

(f)  Headquarters  Command,  USAF. 
The  Headquarters  Command  provides 
administrative  and  logistics  support  for 
Headquarters,  USAF  and  for  those  Air 
Force  units  stationed  within  the  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  area  on  a  permanent  or 


temporary  duty  basis  that  are  not  capa¬ 
ble  of  providing  self-support.  This  in¬ 
cludes  the  USAF  Band,  air  attache  and 
air  mission  units  and  other  special  mis¬ 
sion  personnel  located  in  the  CONUS 
and  overseas. 

(g)  Military  Airlift  Command.  The 
Military  Airlift  Command  provides  air 
transportation  for  personnel  and  cargo 
for  all  the  military  services  on  a  world¬ 
wide  basis.  In  addition,  MAC  furnishes 
weather,  rescue,  and  photographic  and 
charting  services  for  the  Air  Force. 

(h)  Strategic  Air  Command.  The 
Strategic  Air  Command  is  a  major  com¬ 
mand  of  the  U.S.  Air  Force  and  a  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  specified  command.  Its 
primary  mission  is  to  organize,  train, 
equip,  administer,  and  prepare  strategic 
air  forces  for  combat,  including  bom¬ 
bardment,  missile,  special  mission  and 
strategic  reconnaissance  units;  and  to 
conduct  strategic  air  operations. 

(i)  Tactical  Air  Command.  The  tacti¬ 
cal  Air  Command  is  a  major  command  of 
the  U.S.  Air  force  and  is  the  Air  Force 
component  (Air  Force  Strike  Command) 
in  the  U.S.  Strike  Command.  Its  mission 
is  to  organize,  train,  and  equip  forces  to 
participate  in  tactical  air  operations 
which  includes  tactical  fighter,  tactical 
air  reconnaissance,  special  operations, 
tactical  airlift,  close  combat  air  support, 
and  logistical  air  support  to  the  Army; 
and  joint  amphibious  and  airborne  op¬ 
erations  in  coordination  with  the  other 
services  In  accordance  with  doctrines  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 
Participates  with  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Marine  Corps  in  developing  doctrine, 
procedures,  tactics,  techniques,  training, 
and  equipment  for  joint  operations.  Pro¬ 
vides  combat  ready  air  elements  to  Strike 
Command. 

(j)  U.S.  Air  Force  Security  Service. 
The  U.S.  Air  Force  Security  Service 
monitors  Air  Force  communications  in 
all  parts  of  the  world  to  insure  compli¬ 
ance  with  established  communication 
security  practices  and  procedures.  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  USAF  Security  Service  units 
occasionally  conduct  research  in  com¬ 
munication  phenomena  in  support  of 
various  elements  of  the  U.S.  Government. 

(k)  Air  Force  Communications  Serv¬ 
ice.  The  Air  Force  Communications  Serv- 
Ifce  provides  base  and  point-to-point 
communications,  flight  facilities,  and  air 
traffic  control  services  primarily  to  the 
Air  Force  but  also  other  agencies,  gov¬ 
ernmental  and  civil,  national  and 
foreign. 

(l)  Oversea  commands.  The  U.S.  Air 
Forces  in  Europe,  Pacific  Air  Forces, 
Alaskan  Air  Command  and  U.S.  Air 
Forces  Southern  Command  constitute 
the  oversea  commands  of  the  USAF.  They 
are  responsible  for  the  offensive,  defen¬ 
sive,  transport,  and  logistics  functions  in 
their  area  of  operation.  They  provide  the 
air  elements  for  the  unified  force  to 
which  they  are  assigned  and  assist  Air 
Forces  of  other  coimtries. 

(m)  Separate  operating  agencies.  (1) 
The  Air  Force  Accounting  and  Finance 
Center  provides  technical  supervision, 
advice,  and  guidance  to  Air  Force  ac¬ 
counting  and  finance  field  activities  and 
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a  centralized  Air  Force  accounting  and 
finance  operation, 

(2)  The  Aeronautical  Chart  and  In¬ 
formation  Center  provides  the  Air  Force 
with  aeronautical  charts,  air  target  ma¬ 
terials,  fiight  information,  publications 
and  documents,  terrain  models,  maps, 
intelligence  on  air  facilities,  and  related 
cartographic  services. 

(3)  The  Office  of  Aerospace  Research 
conducts  and  supports  research  relevant 
to  the  U.S.  Air  Force  interests. 

(4)  The  U.S.  Air  Force  Academy  pro¬ 
vides  a  4-year  educational  curriculum  for 
cadets  that  includes  a  baccalaureate  level 
education  in  airmanship,  related  sci¬ 
ences,  and  the  humanities.  Besides  a 
classical  education,  each  cadet  is  trained 
to  appreciate  the  role  of  airpower.  Its 
capabilities  and  limitations,  high  ideals 
of  individual  integrity,  patriotism,  loy¬ 
alty,  honor  physical  fitness,  sense  of  re¬ 
sponsibility,  and  a  dedication  of  selfless 
and  honorable  service. 

(5)  The  Air  Force  Data  Systems  De¬ 
sign  Center  analyzes,  designs,  develops, 
tests.  Implements,  and  maintains  all 
automated  data  processing  systems  as¬ 
signed  to  it  by  Headquarters  USAF,  in¬ 
cluding  particularly  standard  automated 
data  systems. 

(6)  The  Air  Reserve  Personnel  Center 
provides  for  personnel  administration  of 
the  Air  Reserve  Forces  and  mobilization 
of  these  reserves  when  needed. 

(7)  The  Air  Force  Reserve  performs 
the  USAF  Chief  of  Staff  field  responsibili¬ 
ties  for  command  of  the  Air  Force  Re¬ 
serve;  is  responsible  for  participation  in 
formulation  of  plans  for  management, 
administration,  and  execution  of  pro¬ 
grams  affecting  Air  Force  Reserve 
(AFRes)  units. 

(5  U.S.C.  301,  552;  10  U.S.C.  8012) 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force. 

Alexander  J.  Palenscar,  Jr., 
Colonel,  U.S.  Air  Force,  Chief, 
Special  Activities  Group,  Of¬ 
fice  of  The  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12566:  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
LOANS  TO  COMMERCIAL  FISHERMEN 
Intent  To  Request  Proposals  for 
Master  Hull  Policies 

October  16, 1969. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  mortgages 
utilized  in  connection  with  loans  to  com¬ 
mercial  fishermen  authorized  in  section 
4  of  the  Pish  and  Wildlife  Act  of  1956,  as 
amended  (16  U.S.C.  742c),  a  mortgagor 
is  required  to  obtain,  among  other  things, 
hull  insurance  satisfactory  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior.  Some  of  the  basic 
requirements  as  respects  the  hull  insur¬ 
ance  coverage  are  that  (a)  the  United 
States  of  America  be  the  sole  loss  payee; 
(b)  the  vessel  be  insured  for  its  full  com¬ 
mercial  value  but  in  no  event  less  than 
110  percent  of  the  outstanding  balance 
of  the  note  secured  by  the  mortgage;  and 
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(c)  the  policy  contain  satisfactory  Inch¬ 
maree  and  Breach  of  Warranty  Clauses. 

In  the  past,  as  a  service  to  our  bor¬ 
rowers  and  to  potential  borrowers,  the 
Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries  has 
notified  the  interested  public  that  the 
Commercial  Fishermen’s  Inter-Insurance 
Exchange  had  a  Master  Hull  Policy 
which,  both  in  form  and  substance,  met 
the  requirements  of  our  mortgage.  This 
notice  was  merely  informational  and  did 
not  require  the  utilization  of  said  Master 
Hull  Policy.  This  Master  Hull  Policy  ex¬ 
pires  on  January  1, 1970. 

The  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries, 
in  fulfilling  its  obligations  under  the 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Act  of  1956,  as 
amended,  desires  to  again  notify  the 
interested  public  of  the  existence  of  any 
Master  Hull  Policies  which  may  be  avail¬ 
able  to  commercial  fishing  vessel  owners 
or  operators  whose  vessels  serve  as  col¬ 
lateral  for  fisheries  loans.  The  name  of 
any  qualifying  insurance  company  sub¬ 
mitting  a  Master  Hull  Policy,  foimd  ac¬ 
ceptable  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
Bureau’s  lending  program,  will  be  placed 
in  an  informational  release  along  with 
the  applicable  premium  charges.  While 
this  release  will  be  distributed  to  the 
interested  public  there  will  be  no  com¬ 
pulsion  that  a  borrower  utilize  any  Mas¬ 
ter  Hull  Policy  listed  in  such  release. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  intent 
to  issue  a  request  for  such  proposals. 
Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments,  suggestions  or  objections  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  request  to  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fish¬ 
eries,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20240,  by  November  17, 
1969. 

Dayton  L.  Alverson, 
Acting  Director. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  69-12546;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

BLUE  RANGE  WILDERNESS  PROPOSAL 

AND  HEARING  ANNOUNCEMENT 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Wilderness 
Act  of  September  3,  1964  (Public  Law 
88-577;  78  Stat.  890,  892;  16  U.S.C.  1131, 
1132) ,  that  a  public  hearing  will  be  held 
beginning  at  9  a.m.  on  December  19, 
1969,  in  the  Catron  County  Courthouse, 
Reserve,  N.  Mex.;  and  at  9  a.m.  on  De¬ 
cember  20,  1969,  in  the  VFW  Hall  at 
Springerville,  Ariz.,  on  a  proposal  for  a 
recommendation  to  be  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  that  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  be  submitted  to  Congress  for  the 
establishment  of  the  Blue  Range  Wilder¬ 
ness,  comprising  about  177,239  acres,  in¬ 
cluding  most  of  the  Blue  Range  Primi¬ 
tive  Area  and  two  contiguous  areas.  The 
proposed  Blue  Range  Wilderness  is  lo¬ 
cated  within  the  Apache  National  For¬ 
est,  Greenlee  County,  State  of  Arizona, 
and  Catron  County,  State  of  New 
Mexico. 
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A  brochure  containing  a  map  and  in¬ 
formation  about  the  proposed  Wilderness 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Forest  Super¬ 
visor,  Apache  National  Forest,  Spring¬ 
erville,  Ariz.,  or  the  Regional  Forester, 
517  Gold  Avenue,  SW.,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.  Individuals  and  organizations 
are  invited  to  express  their  views  by  ap¬ 
pearing  at  the  hearing,  or  they  may  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  for  inclusion  in 
the  official  record  to  Regional  Forester, 
517  Gold  Avenue  SW.,  Albuquerque, 
N.  Mex.,  by  January  20,  1970. 

A.  W.  Greeley, 

Associate  Chief,  Forest  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12535;  Filed.  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

PAST-DUE  ACCOUNTS 
Increase  in  Interest  Rate 

1.  The  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion  (AEC)  hereby  announces  that  on 
September  15,  1969,  the  interest  rate 
charged  for  overdue  accounts  was  raised 
from  7  percent  to  SMj  percent  per  an¬ 
num.  The  new  interest  rate  is  not  appli¬ 
cable  to  outstanding  contracts  and 
agreements  which  specify  a  different 
rate. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  October  1969. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 

W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12547;  Filed,  Oct.  20.  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

E.  J.  BRADLEY  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Approval 

Joint  application  of  E.  J.  Bradley,  Mel¬ 
vin  C.  Roundtree,  Gordon  S.  Harang, 
and  Alaska  World  Air,  Inc.,  for  approval 
of  certain  control  and  interlocking  rela¬ 
tionships  pursuant  to  sections  408  and 
409  of  the  Act,  Docket  21075. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
statutory  requirements  of  section  408(b) 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  that  the  undersigned  intends 
to  issue  the  attached  order  under  dele¬ 
gated  authority.  Interested  persons  are 
hereby  afforded  a  period  of  T5  days  from 
the  date  of  service  within  which  to  file 
comments  or  request  a  hearing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  action  proposed  in  the  order. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1969. 

A.  M.  Andrews, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Operating  Rights. 
[Docket  No.  21075] 

Order  of  Approval 

Issued  under  delegated  authority. 

Joint  Implication  of  E.  J.  Bradley,  Melvin 
C.  Roundtree,  Gordon  S.  Harang,  and  Alaska 
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World  Air,  Inc.,  for  approval  of  certain  control 
and  interlocking  relationships  pursuant  to 
sections  408  and  409  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

By  Joint  application  filed  June  12,  1969, 
E.  J.  Bradley,  Melvin  C.  Roundtree,  and 
Gordon  S.  Harang  request  approval  pursuant 
to  section  408  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (the  Act),  of  their  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition.  In  equal  shares,  of  all  of 
the  shares  of  stock  of  Alaska  World  Air,  Inc. 
(Alaska),  an  applicant  for  interstate  air 
freight  forwarder  authority,  while  at  the 
same  time  such  persons  own  and  operate 
interstate  common  carriers  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  as  follows:  Mr.  Bradley  owns  and 
operates  Ed’s  Fuel  and  Transfer  Co.  (Trans¬ 
fer)  :  Mr.  Roundtree  owns  and  operates  Re¬ 
liable  Transfer  Co.  (Reliable);  and  Mr. 
Harang  owns  and  operates,  together  with  his 
father.  Arrowhead  Transfer  (Arrowhead).’ 
Each  of  the  three  individual  applicants 
herein  will  hold  one-third  of  the  shares  of 
stock  of  Alaska,  and  the  officers  and  directors 
of  Alaska  will  be  as  follows : 

President  and  director — Mr.  Bradley. 

Vice  President,  director — Mr.  Roundtree. 
Secretary-treasurer,  director — Mr.  Harang. 

Applicants  submit  that  the  activities  of 
the  three  surface  common  carriers  can  in 
no  way  conflict  with  the  proposed  air  freight 
forwarder  activities  of  Alaska,  hence  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  will  not  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  control  and  interlocking  relationships 
prop>osed  herein. 

No  comments  relative  to  the  application  or 
requests  for  a  hearing  have  been  received. 

Notice  of  Intent  to  dispose  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  without  a  hearing  has  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  a  copy  of  such 
notice  has  been  furnished  by  the  Board  to 
the  Attorney  General  not  later  than  1  day 
following  such  publication,  both  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  408(b)  of  the  Act. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  joint  applica¬ 
tion,  it  is  concluded  that  Alaska  is  an  air 
carrier,  and  that  Transfer,  Reliable,  and  Ar¬ 
rowhead  are  common  carriers  within  the 
meaning  of  section  408  of  the  Act,  and  that 
the  common  control  relationships  prop>osed 
herein  are  subject  to  that  section.  However, 
it  has  been  further  concluded  that  such  com¬ 
mon  control  relationship>s  do  not  affect  the 
control  of  an  air  carrier  directly  engaged  in 
the  operation  of  aircraft  in  air  transporta¬ 
tion,  do  not  result  in  creating  a  monopoly, 
and  do  not  tend  to  restrain  competition.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  no  person  disclosing  a  substantial 
interest  in  the  proceeding  is  currently  re¬ 
questing  a  hearing  and  it  is  concluded  that 
the  public  Interest  does  not  require  a  hear¬ 
ing.  The  control  relationships  are  similar  to 
others  which  have  been  approved  by  the 
Board  and  do  not,  essentially,  present  any 
new  substantive  issues.®  It  therefore  apjiears 
that  approval  of  the  control  relationships 
would  be  consistent  with  the  public  interest. 

We  also  And  that  interlocking  relationships 
within  the  scope  of  section  409(a)  of  the  Act 
will  result  from  the  holding  by  the  individual 
applicants  of  the  positions  described  herein. 
However,  we  have  concluded  that  such  rela¬ 
tionships  come  within  the  scope  of  the  ex¬ 
emption  from  the  provisions  of  section  409 


’  Transfer  is  authorized  to  opierate  between 
points  on  Wrangell  Island;  Reliable,  between 
|X>ints  on  Mitkof  Island;  and  Arrowhead,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Alaska  south  and  east  of  the 
United  States-Canada  boundary  line  north  of 
Haines  Alaska. 

®Cf.  John  A.  Chamberlain  et  al..  Order 
69-6-175,  June  30,  1969,  and  Herbert  Oohan 
et  al..  Order  69-2-129,  Feb.  25,  1969,  approv¬ 
ing  wMnmon  control  relationships  between 
air  freight  forwarders  and  motor  common 
carriers. 


afforded  by  §  287  of  the  Board’s  economic 
regulations.  Thus,  to  the  extent  that  the 
application  requests  approval  of  such  rela- 
tionshipis,  it  will  be  dismissed. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated  by 
the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR 
385.13,  and  385.3,  it  is  found  that  the  fore¬ 
going  control  relationships  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  under  section  408(b)  of  the  Act, 
without  hearing,  and  that  the  application  to 
the  extent  that  it  requests  approval  of  the 
aforementioned  Interlocking  relationships 
should  be  dismissed. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  the  common  control  by  Messrs. 
Bradley,  Roundtree,  and  Harang  of  Alaska, 
while,  respectively,  they  control  Transfer, 
Reliable,  and  Arrowhead  be  and  it  hereby  is 
approved;  and 

2.  That,  to  the  extent  that  approval  of 
interlocking  relatlonshlp»s  is  sought  herein 
pursuant  to  section  409  of  the  Act,  the  appli¬ 
cation  be  and  it  hereby  is  dismissed. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board  for 
review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the  Board’s 
regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may  file  such  peti¬ 
tions  within  5  days  after  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  become 
the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
up>on  expiration  of  the  above  pierlod  imless 
within  such  pieriod  a  pietition  for  review  is 
filed,  or  the  Board  gives  notice  that  it  will 
review  this  order  on  its  own  motion. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12550;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  21403;  Order  69-10-71] 

CUTLASS  AVIATION,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause  Regarding 
Service  Mail  Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1969. 

The  Postmaster  General  filed  notices 
of  intent  September  10  and  11, 1969,  pur¬ 
suant  to  14  CFR,  Part  298,  petitioning 
the  Board  to  establish  for  the  above 
captioned  air  taxi  operator  final  service 
mail  rates  per  great  circle  aircraft  mile 
for  the  transportation  of  mail  by  air¬ 
craft  as  follows: 


Docket  Between  Cents 


21403  . Watertown  and  New  York  (La  54.5 

Uuardla)  via  Syracuse,  N.  Y. 

21404  . Albany,  N.Y.,  and  Newark,  N.J _  65.6 

21406 . Utica  and  New  York  (La  Quardia)  59.6 

via  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y. 

21406 .  Rochester  and  Albany,  N.Y .  58.0 

21414 . Albany  and  New  York  (La  79.6 

Guardia),  N.Y. 


No  protest  or  objection  was  filed 
against  the  proposed  services  during  the 
time  for  filing  such  objections.  The  Post¬ 
master  General  states  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  carrier  agree  that  the  above 
are  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  compen¬ 
sation  for  the  proposed  services,  and 
submits  the  cost  data  which  Cutlass,  for¬ 
merly  Bilker  Airways,  Inc.,  presented 
with  its  bid.  These  cost  data  tend  to  sup¬ 
port  the  proposed  rates.  The  Postmaster 
General  believes  these  services  will  meet 
postal  needs  in  the  market.  He  states 
the  air  taxi  plans  to  initiate  mail  service 
on  the  first  four  routes  with  twin-engine 
Beech,  Model  18  aircraft  equipped  for 


all-weather  operation  and  on  the  fifth 
route  with  twin-engine  Beech  Volpar 
Turboliner  aircraft  similarly  equipped. 

It  is  in  the  public  Interest  to  fix,  de¬ 
termine,  and  establish  the  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  rates  of  compensation  to  be  paid 
by  the  Postmaster  General  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  transportation  of  mail  by  aircraft, 
the  facilities  used  and  useful  therefor, 
and  the  services  connected  therewith, 
between  the  aforesaid  points.  Upon  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  notice  of  intent  and 
other  matters  officially  noticed,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  issue  an  order*  to  include  the 
following  findings  and  conclusions’. 

The  fair  and  reasonable  final  service 
mail  rates  per  great  circle  aircraft  mile 
to  be  paid  entirely  by  the  Postmaster 
General  pursuant  to  section  406  of  the 
Act  for  the  transportation  of  mail  by 
aircraft,  the  facilities  used  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected 
therewith,  to  Cutlass  Aviation,  Inc.,  shall 
be  as  follows: 


Docket 

Between 

Cents 

21403  . 

21404  . 

.  Watertown  and  New  York  (La 

Quardia)  via  S3Tacuse,  N.Y . 

.  Albany,  N.Y.,  and  Newark,  N.J _ 

54.5 

65.5 

21405  . 

21406  . 

.  Utica  and  New  York  (La  Guardia) 

via  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y . 

.  Rochester  and  Albany,  N.Y . 

59.5 

58.0 

21414 . 

.  Albany  and  New  York  (La 
Guardia),  N.Y . 

79.5 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
§§  204(a)  and  406  thereof,  and  regula¬ 
tions  promulgated  in  14  CFR  Part  302, 
14  CTR  Part  298,  and  14  CFR  385.14(f), 

It  is  ordered.  That : 

1.  Cutlass  Aviation,  Inc.,  the  Post¬ 
master  General,  American  Airlines,  Inc., 
Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Allegheny  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc.,  and 
all  other  interested  persons  are  directed 
to  show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
adopt  the  foregoing  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  and  fix,  determine,  and 
publish  the  final  rates  for  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  mail  by  aircraft,  the  facilities 
used  and  useful  therefor,  and  the  services 
connected  therewith  as  specified  above 
as  the  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of  com¬ 
pensation  to  be  paid  to  Cutlass  Aviation, 
Inc., 

2.  Further  procedures  herein  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  14  CFR  Part  302,  and 
notice  of  any  objection  to  a  rate  or  rates 
or  to  the  other  findings  and  conclusions 
propiosed  herein,  shall  be  filed  within 
10  days,  and  if  notice  is  filed,  written 
answer  and  supporting  documents  shall 
be  filed  within  30  days  after  service  of 
this  order: 

3.  If  notice  of  objection  is  not  filed 
within  10  days  after  service  of  this  order, 
or  if  notice  is  filed  and  answer  is  not 
filed  within  30  days  after  service  of  this 


’  As'  this  order  to  show  cause  is  not  a  final 
action  but  merely  affords  interested  persons 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the  matters 
herein  proposed,  it  is  not  regarded  as  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  review  provisions  of  Part  385  (14 
CFR  Part  385) .  ’These  provisions  for  Board 
review  will  be  applicable  to  final  action  taken 
by  the  staff  under  authority  delegated  to 
§  385.14(g). 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  202 — TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  21,  1969 


NOTICES 


17079 


order,  all  persons  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  waived  the  right  to  hearing  and 
all  other  procedural  steps  short  of  a 
final  decision  by  the  Board,  and  the 
Board  may  enter  an  order  incorporating 
the  findings  and  conclusions  proposed 
herein  and  fix  and  determine  the  final 
rates  specified  herein; 

4.  If  answer  is  filed  presenting  issues 
for  hearing,  the  issues  involved  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  fair  and  reasonable  final 
rates  shall  be  limited  to  those  specifically 
raised  by  the  answer,  except  insofar  as 
other  issues  are  raised  in  accordance 
with  Rule  307  of  the  rules  of  practice 
(14  CPR  302.307);  and 

5.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon 
Cutlass  Aviation,  Inc.,  the  Postmaster 
General,  American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Eastern 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc., 
and  Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12548;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 

(Docket  No.  20291;  Order  69-10-73] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Free  and  Reduced 

Transportation  for  Passenger  Sales 

Agents 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Oc¬ 
tober  15, 1969. 

Agreement  adopted  by  the  TrafiBc  Con¬ 
ferences  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  free  and  re¬ 
duced  transportation  for  passenger  sales 
agents.  Docket  No.  20291,  Agreement 
CAB  21279,  R^l. 

By  Order  69-10-18,  dated  October  3, 
1969,  action  was  deferred,  with  a  view 
toward  eventual  approval,  on  a  resolu¬ 
tion  adopted  by  the  Traffic  Conferences 
of  the  International  Air  Transport  Asso¬ 
ciation  (lATA).  The  agreement  amends 
an  existing  resolution,  which  governs 
group  educational  and  familiarization 
trips  for  passenger  sales  agents  and 
v/hich  the  Board  earlier  conditioned  so 
as  to  preclude  its  application  for  U.S.- 
based  agents,  in  order  to  conform  in  all 
areas  other  than  within  the  Western 
Hemisphere  a  provision  permitting  the 
absorption  of  en  route  connecting  ex¬ 
penses  allowed  under  those  conditions 
spelled  out  in  Resolution  102. 

In  deferring  action  on  the  agreement, 
7  days  were  granted  in  which  interested 
persons  might  file  petitions  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tion.  No  petitions  have  been  received 
within  the  filing  period  and  the  tentative 
conclusions  in  Order  69-10-18  will  herein 
be  made  final. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

Agreement  CAB  21279,  R-1,  is 
approved. 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

(PH.  Doc.  69-12549;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:46  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CONTINENTAL  NORTH  ATLANTIC 

WESTBOUND  FREIGHT  CONFER¬ 
ENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202;  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  Washington,  D.C, 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

Mr.  Elliott  B.  Nixon,  Burlingham  Underwood 

Wright  White  and  Lord,  25  Broadway,  New 

York,  N.Y.  10004. 

Agreement  No.  8210-8  between  the 
member  lines  of  the  Continental  North 
Atlantic  Westbound  Freight  Conference, 
amends  Article  5(a)  of  the  basic  agree¬ 
ment  (1)  to  remove  the  requirement  that 
forwarding  agents  must  be  domiciled  at 
ports  of  loading,  and  (2)  to  provide  that 
in  the  event  that  both  an  inland  for¬ 
warder  and  a  port  forwarder  are  involved 
in  the  same  shipment,  brokerage  may 
only  be  paid  to  the  party  making  the 
booking. 

Dated:  October  16, 1969. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12557;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8.47  a.m.] 


PARR-RICHMOND  TERMINAL  CO. 
AND  PETROMARK,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 


Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202,  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter), 
and  the  comments  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Merritt  L.  Hewitt,  Manager,  Commercial 

Division,  Parr -Richmond  Terminal  Co., 

402  Wright  Avenue,  Richmond,  Calif.  94804. 

Agreement  No.  T-671-1  between  Parr- 
Richmond  Terminal  Co.  (Parr-Rich- 
mond)  and  Petromark,  Inc.,  modifies  the 
basic  agreement  which  provides  for  the 
lease  of  certain  property  and  equipment 
from  Parr-Richmond.  The  purpose  of  the 
modification  is  to  amend  the  description 
of  the  property  so  as  to  delete  therefrom 
a  portion  of  land  which  was  deeded  to  the 
city  of  Richmond. 

Dated:  October  16, 1969. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12558;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


PARR-RICHMOND  TERMINAL  CO. 

AND  PETROMARK,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement (s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1202,  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
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agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter), 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreements  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Merritt  L.  Hewitt,  Manager,  Commercial 
Division,  Parr-Rlchmond  Terminal  Co.,  402 
Wright  Avenue,  Richmond,  Calif.  94804. 

Agreements  Nos.  T-671-2  and  T- 
1830-1,  between  Parr-Richmond  Termi¬ 
nal  Co.  and  Petromark,  Inc.  (Petromark) , 
amend  the  basic  agreements  which  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  lease  of  certain  property  to 
Petromark.  The  purpose  of  the  modifica¬ 
tions  is  to  extend  the  terms  of  the  leases 
to  October  1976. 

Dated:  October  16, 1969. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12559;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  G-2712  etc.] 

CITIES  SERVICE  CO.  ET  AL. 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory 
Hearing 

October  9, 1969. 

Findings  and  order  after  statutory 
hearing  issuing  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  amending 
orders  issuing  certificates,  permitting 
and  approving  abandonment  of  service, 
terminating  certificates,  substituting 
respondents,  making  successors  co¬ 
respondents,  redesignating  proceedings, 
making  rate  change  effective,  accepting 
agreements  and  undertakings  for  filing, 
accepting  surety  bond  for  filing,  re¬ 
quiring  filing  of  agreements  and  under¬ 
takings,  and  accepting  related  rate 
schedules  and  supplements  for  filing. 

Each  of  the  Applicants  listed  herein 
has  filed  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  sale  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  or 
for  permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
service  or  a  petition  to  amend  an  order 
issuing  a  certificate,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  applications  and  petitions, 
as  supplemented  and  amended. 

Applicants  have  filed  related  FPC  gas 
rate  schedules  or  supplements  thereto 
and  propose  to  initiate,  abandon,  add  to, 
or  discontinue  in  part  natural  gas  serv¬ 
ice  in  interstate  commerce  as  indicated 
in  the  tabulation  herein.  All  sales  cer¬ 
tificated  herein  are  at  rates  either  equal 
to  or  below  the  ceiling  prices  established 
by  the  Commission’s  statement  of  gen¬ 
eral  policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended,  or  in¬ 
volve  sales  for  which  permanent  certifi¬ 
cates  have  been  previously  issued;  except 
that  sales  from  areas  for  which  area 
rates  have  been  determined  are  author¬ 
ized  to  be  made  at  or  below  the  appli¬ 
cable  area  base  rates  adjusted  for  quality 
of  the  gas,  and  under  the  conditions 
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prescribed  in  the  orders  determining  said 
rates. 

Katherine  B.  Palmer,  Applicant  in 
Docket  No.  G-5247,  proposes  to  continue 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  au¬ 
thorized  in  said  docket  to  be  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  C.  T.  Palmer  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  3.  Said  rate  schedule  will 
be  redesignated  as  a  rate  schedule  of 
Applicant.  The  presently  effective  rate 
under  said  rate  schedule  is  in  effect  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI65-302. 
Applicant  has  filed  a  motion  to  be  sub¬ 
stituted  as  respondent  in  said  proceed¬ 
ing,  together  with  an  agreement  and 
undertaking  to  assure  the  refund  of 
all  amounts  collected  in  excess  of  the 
amount  determined  to  be  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  in  said  proceeding.  Therefore, 
Applicant  will  be  substituted  in  lieu  of 
C.  T.  Palmer  as  respondent  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  RI65-302: 
the  proceeding  will  be  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly:  and  the  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

General  Crude  Oil  Co.,  Applicant  in 
Docket  No.  G-16748,  proposes  to  continue 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  au¬ 
thorized  in  said  docket  to  be  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  Magna  Oil  Corp.  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  4.  Said  rate  schedule  will 
be  redesignated  as  that  of  Applicant.  The 
presently  effective  rate  under  said  rate 
schedule  is  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in 
Docket  No.  RI64-20.  Applicant  has  filed 
a  motion  to  be  made  co-respondent  in 
said  proceeding,  together  with  an  agree¬ 
ment  and  undertaking  to  assure  the  re¬ 
fund  of  any  amounts  collected  by  it  in 
excess  of  the  amount  determined  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  in  said  proceeding. 
Therefore,  Applicant  will  be  made  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI64-20:  the  proceeding  will 
be  redesignated  accordingly:  and  the 
agreement  and  undertaking  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing. 

Alamo  Production  Co.,  Applicant  in 
Dockets  Nos.  CI63-1131  and  C7I63-1174, 
proposes  to  continue  the  sales  of  natural 
gas  heretofore  authorized  in  said  dockets 
to  be  made  pursuant  to  Sword  Co.  PFC 
Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos.  5  and  4,  respec¬ 
tively.  Said  rate  schedules  will  be  redes¬ 
ignated  as  those  of  Applicant.  The  pres¬ 
ently  effective  rates  under  Sword  Co. 
FI*C  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  4  are  in 
effect  subject  to  refund  in  Dockets  Nos. 
RI64-462  and  RI64-525.  The  presently 
effective  rate  imder  Sword  Co.  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  5  is  in  effect  subject 
to  refund  in  Eiocket  No.  RI64-525.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  filed  agreements  and  imdertak- 
ings  to  assure  the  refunds  of  any  amounts 
collected  by  it  in  excess  of  the  amounts 
determined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in 
said  proceedings.  Therefore,  Applicant 
will  be  made  co-respondent  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI64- 
462  and  RI64-525;  the  proceedings  will 
be  redesignated  accordingly:  and  the 
agreements  and  undertakings  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing. 

Genevra  Harris  Bradley,  individually 
and  as  indeiJendent  executrix  of  the 
estate  of  Palmer  Bradley,  deceased.  Ap¬ 
plicant  in  Docket  No.  CI66-735,  proposes 
to  continue  in  lieu  of  Palmer  Bradley  the 


sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized 
In  said  docket  to  be  made  pursuant  to 
Palmer  Bradley  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  1.  Said  rate  schedule  will  be 
redesignated  as  that  of  Applicant  and  the 
other  owner  of  the  producing  property 
whose  interest  has  not  changed.  Palmer 
Bradley  et  al.,  filed  a  notice  of  change  in 
rate  under  said  rate  schedule,  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  which  is  suspended  in  Docket 
No.  RI66-123.  Applicant  has  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  Palmer 
Bradley  as  co-respondent  in  said  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Therefore,  she  will  be  substi¬ 
tuted  as  co-respondent,  and  the  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  redesignated  accordingly. ' 

S  &  G  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  Applicant  in  Docket 
No.  C169-1202,  proposes  to  continue  in 
part  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore 
authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-12910  to  be 
made  pursuant  to  Continental  Oil  Co. 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  148.  The 
contract  comprising  said  rate  schedule 
will  also  be  accepted  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule  of  Applicant.  The  presently  ef¬ 
fective  rate  under  Continental’s  rate 
schedule  is  in  effect  subject  to  refimd  in 
Docket  No.  RI65-375.  Continental  has 
collected  a  prior  increased  rate  for  a 
locked-in  period  subject  to  refund  in 
r>ocket  No.  <j-20341.  Applicant  has  filed 
a  surety  bond  to  assure  the  refund  of  any 
amounts  collected  by  it  in  excess  of  the 
amounts  determined  to  be  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  in  said  proceedings.  Therefore, 
Applicant  will  be  made  co-respondent  in 
the  proceedings  pending  in  Dockets  Nos. 
G-20341  and  RI65-375:  the  proceedings 
will  be  redesignated  accordingly;  and  the 
surety  bond  will  be  accepted  for  filing. 

Texas  Gulf  Sulphur  Co.  (Operator) 
et  al.,  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI69-1229, 
proposes  to  continue  in  part  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in 
Docket  No.  G-4290  to  be  made  pursuant 
to  Shell  Oil  Co.  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  26.  An  instrmnent  of  ratification  of 
the  contract  comprising  said  rate  sched¬ 
ule  is  being  accepted  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule  of  Applicant.  The  presently  ef¬ 
fective  rate  under  Shell’s  rate  schedule 
is  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket 
No.  RI65— 475.  Applicant  has  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  be  made  co-respondent  in  said 
proceeding.  ’Therefore,  Applicant  will  be 
made  a  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI65-475;  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  redesignated  accordingly ; 
and  Applicant  will  be  required  to  file  an 
agreement  and  undertaking  to  assure  the 
refund  of  any  amounts  collected  by  it  in 
excess  of  the  amount  determined  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  in  said  proceeding. 

King  Resources  Co.,  Applicant  in 
Docket  No.  CI69-1237,  proposes  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  part  sales  of  natural  gas  here¬ 
tofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  CI66- 
942  to  be  made  pursuant  to  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  Petroleum  Corp.  (Operator)  et  al., 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No,  449.  The 
contract  comprising  said  rate  schedule 
will  also  be  accepted  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule  of  Applicant.  The  presently  ef¬ 
fective  rate  under  Pan  American’s  rate 
schedule  is  in  effect  subject  to  refund 
in  Docket  No.  RI69-224.  Therefore,  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  made  a  co-respondent  in 
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said  proceeding,  and  the  proceeding  will 
be  redesignated  accordingly. 

Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX  Division) ,  Applicant 
in  Docket  No.  CI70-10,  proposes  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  part  sales  of  natural  gas  here¬ 
tofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-10690 
to  be  made  pursuant  to  Viersen  &  Coch¬ 
ran  (Operator)  et  al.,  PPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  1.  The  contract  compris¬ 
ing  said  rate  schedule  will  also  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  as  a  rate  schedule  of 
Sun.  The  presently  effective  rate  under 
Viersen  &  Cochran’s  rate  schedule  is  in 
effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI65-539.  Therefore,  Sun  will  be  made 
a  co-respondent  in  said  proceeding:  the 
proceeding  will  be  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly;  and  Sun  will  be  required  to  file 
an  agreement  and  undertaking  to  assure 
the  refund  of  any  amounts  collected  by 
it  in  excess  of  the  amount  determined 
to  be  just  and  reasonable  in  said 
proceeding. 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  Applicant  in  Docket  No. 
CI70-11,  proposes  to  continue  in  part 
sales  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized 
in  Docket  No.  CI61-1281  to  be  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (Operator)  et 
al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  322.  The 
contract  comprising  said  rate  schedule 
will  also  be  accepted  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule  of  Applicant.  The  presently  ef¬ 
fective  rate  under  Mobil’s  rate  schedule 
is  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket 
No.  RI68-565.  On  December  24,  1968, 
Mobil  filed  with  the  Commission  a  notice 
of  change  in  rate  under  its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  322.  By  order  issued  Jan¬ 
uary  17,  1969,  in  Docket  No.  RI69-471 
et  al.,  the  Commission  suspended  the  pro¬ 
posed  change  in  Docket  No.  RI69-476 
until  June  24,  1969,  and  thereafter  until 
made  effective.  The  notice  of  change  was 
designated  as  Supplement  No.  15  to 
Mobil’s  rate  schedule.  On  June  23,  1969, 
Shell  filed  a  motion  to  be  made  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceedings  pending 
in  Dockets  Nos.  RI68-565  and  RI69-476 
and  to  make  the  change  in  rate  effective 
subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI69- 
476.  Therefore,  Shell  will  be  made  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceedings  pending  in 
Dockets  Nos.  RI68-565  and  RI69-476: 
the  proceedings  will  be  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly;  and  the  change  in  rate  will 
be  made  effective  subject  to  refund  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-476  with  respect  to  sales 
by  Shell  from  the  properties  acquired 
from  Mobil.  Shell  has  heretofore  filed  a 
general  agreement  and  undertaking  to 
assure  the  refund  of  amounts  collected 
in  excess  of  amounts  determined  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  in  proceedings  under 
section  4(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

The  Commission’s  staff  has  reviewed 
each  application  and  recommends  each 
action  ordered  as  consistent  with  all  sub¬ 
stantive  Commission  policies  and  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  a  notice  of  interven¬ 
tion  by  The  Public  Service  Commission 
of  the  State  of  New  York  was  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI69-1147.  Said  petition  is 
not  in  opposition  to  the  granting  of  the 
application.  No  other  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene,  notices  of  intervention,  or  protests 
to  the  granting  of  any  of  the  applica¬ 
tions  have  been  filed. 


At  a  hearing  held  on  October  2,  1969, 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  re¬ 
ceived  and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  all  evidence,  including 
the  applications  and  petitions,  as  sup¬ 
plemented  and  amended,  and  exhibits 
thereto,  submitted  in  support  of  the  au¬ 
thorizations  sought  herein,  and  upon 
consideration  of  the  record, 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Each  Applicant  herein  is  a  “nat¬ 
ural-gas  company’’  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore 
foimd  by  the  Commission  or  will  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  for  resale  for  ulti¬ 
mate  public  consumption,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  will, 
therefore,  be  a  “natural-gas  company’’ 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  upon  the  commencement  of  service 
under  the  authorizations  hereinafter 
granted. 

(2)  The  sales  of  natural  gsis  herein¬ 
before  described,  as  more  fully  described 
in  the  applications  in  this  proceeding, 
will  be  made  in  interstate  commerce 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  and  such  sales  by  Applicants, 
together  with  the  construction  and  op¬ 
eration  of  any  facilities  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  neces¬ 
sary  therefor,  are  subject  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  subsections  (c)  and  (e)  of 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicants  are  able  and  willing 
properly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform 
the  service  proposed  and  to  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  requirements,  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  thereunder. 

(4)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  by  Ap¬ 
plicants,  together  with  the  construction 
and  operation  of  any  facilities  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
necessary  therefor,  are  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessfty  and 
certificates  therefor  should  be  issued 
as  hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  orders 
issuing  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  in  various  dockets  in¬ 
volved  herein  should  be  amended  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

^6)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  proposed 
to  be  abandoned  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  applications  and  in  the  tabulation 
herein  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  subsection  (b)  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(7)  The  abandonments  proposed  by 
Applicants  herein  are  permitted  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  should  be  approved  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(8)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  certificates  here¬ 
tofore  issued  to  Applicants  relating  to 
the  abandonments  hereinafter  permit¬ 
ted  and  approved  should  be  terminated 
or  that  the  orders  issuing  said  certifi¬ 
cates  should  be  amended  by  deleting 
therefrom  authorization  to  sell  natural 
gas  from  the  subject  acreage. 


(9)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Katherine  B.  Palmer 
should  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  C.  T. 
Palmer  as  respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI65-302;  that 
said  proceeding  should  be  redesignated 
accordingly;  and  that  the  agreement 
and  undei*taking  filed  by  Katherine  B. 
Palmer  in  said  proceeding  should  be 
accepted  for  filing. 

(10)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  General  Crude  Oil 
Co.  should  be  made  a  co-respondent  in 
the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI64-20,  that  said  proceeding  should  be 
redesignated  accordingly,  and  that  the 
agreement  and  undertaking  filed  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Crude  in  said  proceeding  should  be 
accepted  for  filing. 

(11)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Alamo  Petroleum 
Co.  should  be  made  co-respondent  in 
the  proceedings  pending  in  Docket  Nos. 
RI64-^62  and  RI64-525,  that  said  pro¬ 
ceedings  should  be  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly,  and  that  the  agreements  and 
imdertakings  submitted  by  Alamo  in  said 
proceedings  should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

(12)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  Genevra  Harris 
Bradley,  individually  and  as  independent 
executrix  of  the  estate  of  Palmer  Brad¬ 
ley,  deceased,  should  be  substituted  in 
lieu  of  Palmer  Bradley  as  co-respondent 
in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI66-123  and  that  said  proceeding 
should  be  redesignated  accordingly. 

(13)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  S  &  G  Oil  Co.,  Inc., 
should  be  made  a  co-respondent  in  the 
proceedings  pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  G- 
20341  and  RI65-375:  that  said  proceed¬ 
ings  should  be  redesignated  accordingly; 
and  that  the  surety  bond  filed  by  S  &  G 
in  said  proceedings  should  be  accepted 
for  filing. 

(14)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  Texas  Gulf  Sul¬ 
phur  Co.  (Operator)  et  al.,  should  be 
made  a  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI65-475;  that 
said  proceeding  should  be  redesignated 
accordingly:  and  that  Texas  Gulf  Sul¬ 
phur  should  be  required  to  file  an 
agreement  and  imdertaking  in  said 
proceeding. 

(15)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  King  Resources  Co. 
should  be  made  a  co-respondent  in  the 
proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  RI69- 
224  and  that  said  proceeding  should  be 
redesignated  accordingly. 

(16)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX 
Division)  should  be  made  a  co-respond¬ 
ent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket 
No.  RI65-539,  that  said  proceeding 
should  be  redesignated  accordingly,  and 
that  Sun  should  be  required  to  file  an 
agreement  and  undertaking. 
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(17)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  Shell  Oil  Co. 
should  be  made  a  co-respondent  in  the 
proceedings  pending  in  Dockets  Nos. 
RI65-565  and  RI69-476,  that  said  pro¬ 
ceedings  should  be  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly,  and  that  the  proposed  change  in 
rate  suspended  in  Docket  No.  RI69-476 
should  be  made  effective  subject  to  re¬ 
fund  with  respect  to  sales  by  Shell  from 
the  properties  acquired  from  Mobil. 

(18)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  FPC  gas  rate 
schedules  and  supplements  related  to 
the  authorizations  hereinafter  granted 
should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  Certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  are  issued  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  authorizing 
sales  by  Applicants  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  for  resale,  together 
with  the  construction  and  operation  of 
any  facilities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission  necessary  therefor, 
all  as  hereinbefore  described  and  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  applications  and 
in  the  tabulation  herein. 

(B)  The  certificates  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  are  not  transferable 
and  shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as 
Applicants  continue  the  acts  or  opera¬ 
tions  hereby  authorized  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  applicable  rules,  regulations, 
and  orders  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  grant  of  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  or  of  Part  154  or  Part  157  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  thereunder  and 
is  without  prejudice  to  any  findings  or 
orders  which  have  been  or  which  may 
hereafter  be  made  by  the  Commission  in 
any  proceedings  now  pending  or  here¬ 
after  instituted  by  or  against  Applicants. 
Further,  our  action  in  this  proceeding 
shall  not  foreclose  nor  prejudice  any 
future  proceedings  or  objections  relating 
to  the  operation  of  any  price  or  related 
provisions  in  the  gas  purchase  contracts 
herein  involved.  Nor  shall  the  grant  of 
the  certificates  aforesaid  for  service  to 
the  particular  customers  involved  imply 
approval  of  all  of  the  terms  of  the  con¬ 
tracts,  particularly  as  to  the  cessation  of 
service  upon  termination  of  said  con¬ 
tracts  as  provided  by  section  7(b)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  The  grant  of  the  cer¬ 
tificates  aforesaid  shall  not  be  construed 
to  preclude  the  imposition  of  any  sanc¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  unauthorized 
commencement  of  any  sales  of  natural 
gas  subject  to  said  certificates. 

(D)  The  grant  of  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  herein  on  certain  applications  filed 
after  July  1,  1967,  is  upon  the  condition 
that  no  Increase  in  rate  which  would 
exceed  the  ceiling  prescribed  for  the 
given  area  by  paragraph  (d)(3)  of  the 
Conunission’s  statement  of  general  policy 
No.  61-1,  as  amended,  shall  be  filed  prior 
to  the  applicable  date  indicated  in  the 
tabulation  herein. 


(E)  The  certificates  issued  herein  and 
the  amended  certificates  are  subject  to 
the  following  conditions: 

(a)  The  initial  rates  for  sales  author¬ 
ized  in  Docket  No.  CI69-1147  shall  be  20 
cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  p.s.i.a.  (gas-well 
gas)  and  18.5  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025 
p.s.i.a.  (casinghead  gas),  the  applicable 
area  base  rates  prescribed  in  Opinion  No. 
546,  as  modified  by  Opinion  No.  546-A, 
as  adjusted  for  quality  of  gas,  or  the  con¬ 
tract  rates,  w'hichever  are  lower.  If  the 
quality  of  the  gas  delivered  by  Applicant 
deviates  at  any  time  from  the  quality 
standards  set  forth  in  Opinion  No.  546,  as 
modified  by  Opinion  No.  546-A,  so  as  to 
require  a  downward  adjustment  of  the 
existing  rate,  a  notice  of  change  in  rate 
shall  be  filed  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act:  Provided,  however. 
That  adjustments  reflecting  changes  in 
B.t.u.  content  of  the  gas  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  by  the  applicable  formula  and 
charged  without  the  filing  of  a  notice  of 
change  in  rate.  Within  90  days  from  the 
date  of  initial  delivery  Applicant  shall 
file  a  rate  schedule  quality  statement  in 
the  form  prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  546. 

(b)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI69-1 147 
shall  not  require  buyer  to  take-or-pay  for 
an  annual  quantity  of  gas-well  gas 
which  is  in  excess  of  an  average  of  1  Mcf 
per  day  for  each  7,300  Mcf  of  determined 
gas-well  gas  reserves  or  the  specified 
contract  quantity,  whichever  is  the  lesser 
amount.  This  condition  shall  remain  in 
effect  pending  further  Commission  or¬ 
der  in  the  subject  docket  or  in  other 
matters  relating  to  the  buyer’s  take-or- 
pay  obligation  under  the  subject  contract. 

(c)  The  initial  rate  for  the  sale  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  CI69-1229  shall 
be  21.1  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  p.s.i.a. 
subject,  however,  to  Opinion  Nos.  546  and 
546-A,  and  accompanying  orders,  and 
specifically  including  those  relating  to 
rate  reductions,  refunds  and  filings  re¬ 
quired  by  those  orders  for  sales  made 
from  May  17,  1968,  and  is  subject  to 
Opinion  Nos.  546  and  546-A,  and  accom¬ 
panying  orders  for  sales  made  prior  to 
May  17, 1968. 

(d)  The  initial  rate  for  the  sale  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  CI69-1152  shall 
be  15  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.,  in¬ 
cluding  tax  reimbursement,  and  subject 
to  B.t.u.  adjustment.  In  the  event  that 
the  Commission  amends  its  statement  of 
general  policy  No.  61-1,  by  adjusting  the 
bovmdary  between  the  Oklahoma  Pan¬ 
handle  area  and  the  Oklahoma  “Other” 
area,  so  as  to  increase  the  initial  well¬ 
head  price  for  new  gas.  Applicant  there¬ 
upon  may  substitute  the  new  rate  reflect¬ 
ing  the  amount  of  such  increase  and 
thereafter  collect  the  new  rate  prospec¬ 
tively  in  lieu  of  the  initial  rate  herein 
authorized  in  said  docket. 

(e)  The  initial  rate  for  sales  author¬ 
ized  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI69-551,  CI70-9, 
and  CT70-109  shall  be  17  cents  per  Mcf 
at  14.65  p.s.i.a.,  including  tax  reimburse¬ 
ment,  and  subject  to  B.t.u.  adjustment. 
Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI70-109  shall 
file  a  revised  billing  statement  to  reflect 
the  17  cents  rate  as  required  by  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(f)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI70-109 
shall  not  require  buyer  to  take-or-pay  for 


an  annual  quantity  of  gas  during  the  first 
2  contract  years  which  is  in  excess  of  an 
average  of  1  Mcf  per  day  for  each  3,650 
Mcf  of  determined  gas  reserves. 

(g)  The  initial  rate  for  the  sale  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  CI70-38  shall  be 
17  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.,  subject 
to  adjustment  for  B.t.u.  content  of  the 
gas  as  provided  in  the  contract,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  Applicants’  refunding  to  the 
buyer  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  seven 
percent  per  annum,  of  any  amounts  col¬ 
lected  in  excess  of  the  higher  of:  (1)  'The 
just  and  reasonable  rate  finally  deter¬ 
mined  for  sales  from  the  subject  area  or 
(2)  a  rate  of  15  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
p.s.i.a.,  proportionally  adjusted  to  reflect 
B.t.u.  content  of  the  gas  below  1,000 
B.t.u.’s  per  cubic  foot  measured  on  a  wet 
basis. 

(h)  The  certificates  Issued  herein  in 
Dockets  Nos.  CI70-38,  CI70-109,  and 
CI70-112  are  conditioned  upon  any  de¬ 
termination  which  may  be  made  in  the 
proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  R-338 
with  respect  to  the  transportation  of 
liquefiable  hydrocarbons. 

(i)  Sales  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
CI66-470  shall  be  made  at  the  initial 
rate  of  15  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a. 
including  tax  reimbursement  from  the 
newly  dedicated  acreage  acquired  from 
Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co.;  and  16.015 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.  including 
tax  reimbursement  from  acreage  ac¬ 
quired  from  Pan  American  Petroleum 
Corp.  in  Docket  No.  CI65-1145. 

(F)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
Dockets  Nos.  G-2712,  G-3498,  G-4954, 
G-7241,  CI63-26,  CI66-470,  CI66-653, 
CI68-492,  CI69-340,  CI69-551,  and  CI69- 
721  are  amended  by  adding  thereto  or 
deleting  therefrom  authorization  to  sell 
natural  gas  as  described  in  the  tabula¬ 
tion  herein. 

(G)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
the  following  dockets  are  amended  to 
reflect  the  deletion  of  acreage  where  new 
certificates  are  issued  herein  or  existing 
certificates  are  amended  herein  to  au¬ 
thorize  service  from  the  subject  acreage: 


Amend  to  New  certificate 

delete  and/or  amendment 

acreage  to  add  acreage 

G-4290  . CI69-1229 

G-6180  . . CI70-57 

G-10690  - . . CI70-10 

G-12910  .  CI69-1202 

G-15714  . CI70-45 

CI61-36 . CI70-99 

CI61-1281  .  CI70-11 

CI65-1145  . . CI66-470 

CI66-942  . CI69-1237 


(H)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
Dockets  Nos.  G-5247,  G-11941,  G-16748, 
CI63-26,  CI63-1131,  CI63-1174,  CI63- 
1191,  CI65-1326,  and  CI66-735  are 
amended  by  substituting  the  successors 
in  interest  as  certificate  holders. 

(I)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  of  service  by  Appli¬ 
cants,  as  hereinbefore  described,  all  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  applications 
and  in  the  tabulation  herein  are  granted. 

(J)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  in  Docket  No.  CI70- 
91  shall  not  be  construed  to  relieve  Ap¬ 
plicant  of  any  refunds  which  may  be 
ordered  in  Docket  No.  CI62-782. 
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(K)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  in  Docket  No.  CI70-94 
shall  not  be  construed  to  relieve  Appli¬ 
cant  of  any  refund  obligations  in  the 
related  rate  suspension  proceedings 
pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI66-127,  RI67- 
99.  and  RI68-183. 

(L)  The  certificates  heretofore  is¬ 

sued  in  Dockets  Nos.  0^3055,  G-11866, 
G-14539.  CI62-782.  CI62-793.  CI64-536, 
CI64-1500,  CI68-490,  and  CI68-491  are 
terminated;  and  the  temporary  certifi¬ 
cate  heretofore  issued  in  Docket  No. 
CI62-782  on  December  9,  1966,  is 

terminated. 

(M)  Katherine  B.  Palmer  is  substi¬ 
tuted  in  lieu  of  C.  T,  Palmer  as  respond¬ 
ent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket 
No.  RI65-302.  said  proceeding  is  re¬ 
designated  accordingly:  and  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  imdertaking  submitted  by 
Katherine  B.  Palmer  in  said  proceeding 
is  accepted  for  filing.  Katherine  B. 
Palmer  shall  comply  with  the  refunding 
and  reporting  procedure  required  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder.  The  agreement  and 
imdertaking  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect  until  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 

(N)  General  Crude  Oil  Co.  is  made 
a  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding  pend*- 
ing  in  Docket  No.  RI64-20,  said  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  redesignated  accordingly,  and 
the  agreement  and  undertaking  filed 
by  General  Crude  in  said  proceeding  is 
accepted  for  filing.  General  Crude  shall 
comply  with  the  refunding-  and  report¬ 
ing  procedure  required  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  The  agreement  and 
undertaking  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect  until  discharged  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(O)  Alamo  Production  Co.  is  made 
a  co-respondent  in  the  proceedings 
pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI64-462  and 
RI64-525,  said  proceedings  are  redesig¬ 
nated  accordingly,  and  the  agreements 
and  undertakings  submitted  by  Alamo 
in  said  proceedings  are  accepted  for 
filing.  Alamo  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  and  reporting  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 
The  agreements  and  undertakings  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until 
discharged  by  the  Commission. 

(P)  Genevra  Harris  Bradley,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  independent  executrix  of 
the  Estate  of  Palmer  Bradley,  deceased, 
is  substituted  in  lieu  of  Palmer  Bradley 
as  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding  pend¬ 
ing  in  Docket  No.  RI66-123  and  said 
proceeding  is  redesignated  accordingly. 

(Q)  S  &  G  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  is  made  a  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceedings  pending  in 
Dockets  Nos.  G-20341  and  RI65-375: 
said  proceedings  ar^  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly  and  the  surety  bond  filed  by 
S  &  G  in  said  proceedings  is  accepted  for 
filing.  S  &  G  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  and  reporting  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 
The  surety  bond  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect  until  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 


(R)  Texas  Gulf  Sulphur  Co.  (Opera¬ 
tor)  et  al.,  is  made  a  co-respondent  in 
the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI65-475  and  said  proceeding  is  redes¬ 
ignated  accordingly.  Texas  Gulf  Sul¬ 
phur  shall  comply  with  the  refunding 
and  reporting  procedure  required  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereunder. 

(S)  Within  30  days  from  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  Texas  Gulf  Sulphur  Co. 
(Operator)  et  al.  shall  execute,  in  the 
form  set  out  below,  and  shall  file  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  agreement  and  undertaking  to 
assure  the  refund  of  any  amounts  col¬ 
lected  by  it,  together  with  interest  at 
the  rate  of  7  percent  per  annum,  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  amount  determined  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  in  Docket  No.  RI65- 
475.  Unless  notified  to  the  contrary  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  submission, 
such  agreement  and  undertaking  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  been  accepted  for 
filing.  The  agreement  and  undertaking 
shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until 
discharged  by  the  Commission. 

(T)  King  Resources  Co.  is  made  a  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-224  and  said  proceed¬ 
ing  is  redesignated  accordingly.  King 
Resources  Co.  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  and  repqrting  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(U)  Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX  Division)  is 
made  a  co-respondent  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  pending  in  Docket  No.  RI65-539  and 
said  proceeding  is  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly.  Sun  shall  comply  with  the  refund¬ 
ing  and  reporting  procedure  required  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereunder. 

(V)  Within  30  days  from  the  issuance 
of  this  order.  Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX  Division) 


shall  execute,  in  the  form  set  out  below, 
and  shall  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  an  acceptable  agreement 
and  undertaking  to  assure  the  refund  of 
any  amounts  collected  by  it,  together 
with  interest  at  the  rate  of  7  percent  per 
annum,  in  excess  of  the  amount  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in 
Docket  No.  RI65-539.  Unless  notified  to 
the  contrary  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  submission,  such  agreement  and 
undertaking  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  accepted  for  filing.  The  agreement 
and  undertaking  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect  imtil  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 

(W)  Shell  Oil  Co.  is  made  a  co-re¬ 
spondent  in  the  proceedings  pending  in 
Dockets  Nos.  RI68-565  and  RI69-476  and 
said  proceedings  are  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly.  The  rates,  charges,  and  clas¬ 
sifications  set  forth  in  Supplement  No. 
15  to  Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (Operator)  et  al., 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  322  shall  be 
effective  subject  to  refund  in  Docket 
No.  RI69-476  as  of  June  24,  1969,  with 
respect  to  sales  by  Shell  from  properties 
acquired  from  Mobil  which  sales  are 
made  pursuant  to  Shell’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  374.  The  effective  rates 
shall  be  charged  and  collected  as  of 
the  effective  date  subject  to  any  future 
orders  of  the  Commission  in  Docket  No. 
RI69-476.  Shell  shall  comply  with  the 
refunding  and  reporting  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(X)  The  rate  schedules  and  rate 
schedule  supplements  related  to  the  au¬ 
thorizations  granted  herein  are  accepted 
for  filing  or  are  redesignated,  all  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  tabulation  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 


[seal] 


Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 


Docket  No.  and 
date  filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser,  field,  and 
location 


FPC  rate  schedule  to  be  accepted 

Description  and  date  No.  Supp. 
of  document 


0-2712 . 

D  7-25-69 


G-3498 . 

D  7-11-69 


G-4954 _ 

D  8-4-69 


0-5247 . 

E  6-20-69 


0-7241... 

C  6-2-69  ‘ 


Cities  Service  Co. 
(Operator)  et  al. 
(partial  abandon¬ 
ment)  . 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 


Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX 
Division)  (Operator) 
et  al.  (partial 
abandonment) . 

Katherine  B.  Palmer 
(successor  to  C.  T. 
Palmer). 


Aztec  Oil  A  Oas  Co. 
(Operator)  et  al. 


0-7241 . do . 

C  7-30-69 « 

Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment . 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 
D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— Succession. 

F — Partial  succession.  " 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Arkansas  Louisiana  Oas 
Co.,  Rode.ssa  Field, 
Caddo  Parish,  La. 

Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline 
Co.,  a  division  of 
Tenneoo  Inc.,  South 
Crowley  Field,  Acadia 
Parish,  La. 

United  (las  Pipe  Line 
Co.,  Marshall  Field, 
Goliad  County,  Tex. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe 
Line  Co.,  Hugoton 
Field,  Morton,  Seward, 
and  Stevens  Counties, 
Kans. 


El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co., 
Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs 
Field,  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex. 

. do . 


Cancellation  agreement 
6-24-69.1 » 


Amendment  6-20-69 _ 


Notice  of  partial 
cancellation  7-29-69.  >  * 


C.  T.  Palmer,  FPC  ORS 
No.  3. 

Supplement  No.  1 . 

Notice  of  succession 
(undated). 

Last  Will  and  Testament 
11-1-65. 

Effective  date:  9-30-68 . 

Supplemental  agreement 
6-28-69.* 


218 


Supplemental  agreement 
7-15-69.* 


1  1 

1  2 

'i . M 

4  29 
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NOTICES 


»  Complies  with  temporary  certificate  issued  Aug.  1,  1969.  Applicant  states  willingness  to  aeeept  a  pennane&t 
certificate  conditioned  to  an  initial  rate  of  17  cents  including  tax  reimbursement  and  subject  to  B.f.a.  adjustment. 

K  On  file  as  Viersen  &  Cochran  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  G  RS  No.  1. 

X  Conveys  acreage  from  Viersen  &  Cochrw  and  The  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  Foundation  of  The  Diocese  of 
Oklahoma  to  Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX  Division). 

••  On  file  as  Mobil  Oil  Coro.  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  QRS  No.  322. 

“  Conveys  acreage  from  Mobil  to  Shell  Oil  Co. 

By  letter  filed  Aug.  13, 1969,  Applicant  advised  willingness  to  accept  a  permanent  certificate  conditioned  as  the 
temporary  certificate  issued  Aug.  8, 1969. 

•2  Covers  acreage  acquired  by  assignment  from  Ilumble  Oil  &  Refining  Co. 

“  Currently  on  file  as  Humble  Oil  *  Refining  Co.  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  GRS  No.  239. 

«  Assigns  acreage  from  Humble  Oil  *  Refining  Co.  to  Cotton  Petroleum  Co.  pursuant  to  the  Dec.  27, 1969,  Far- 
mout  agreement. 

•5  On  file  as  The  Superior  Oil  Co.  FPC  GRS  No.  20. 

«  From  The  Superior  Oil  Co.  to  Benjamin  Elenbogen. 

Between  E.  L.  Lusher  and  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  . 

Document  whereby  Applicant  acquired  his  interest  in  the  subject  properties.  Sale  being  rendered  on  June  7, 
1954,  by  predecessor  (no  certificate  or  rate  schedule  filings  were  made  by  the  predecessor). 

“Between  Kerr-McGee  Oii  Industries,  Inc.,  and  the  purchaser.  Also  on  file  as  Kerr-McGee  Corp.  FPC  GRS 
No.  66. 

•0  Between  Roy  W.  Reed  and  the  purchaser.  Adopts  terras  of  contract  dated  June  15, 1960. 

•'  Conveys  certain  acreage  from  Kerr-McGee  to  Crouch  Enterprises,  Inc.,  and  W.  <j.  Roberts. 

K  Conveys  acreage  from  Crouch  Enterprises,  Inc.,  to  Crouch  Carpet  Co.,  Inc. 

M  Conveys  acreage  from  Crouch  Carpet  Co.,  Inc.,  and  W.  C.  Roberts  to  Glen  S.  Soderstrom. 

•*  Provides  for  a  depth  limitation  of  5,616  feet. 

“  Contract  rate  is  18  cents.  By  letter  dated  Aug.  15, 1969,  Applicant  advised  willingness  to  accept  a  permanent 
certificate  conditioned  to  the  area  ceiling  of  17  cents,  to  limit  the  purchaser’s  take-or-pay  obligation  to  a  1  to  3,650 
ratio  of  takes  to  reserves  during  the  first  2  years  of  the  contract,  and  to  make  the  sale  subject  to  the  ultimate  dis¬ 
position  of  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No.  R-338. 

“  By  letter  dated  Aug.  20,  1969,  Applicant  advised  willingness  to  accept  a  permanent  certificate  conditioned  to 
the  ultimate  disposition  of  the  proceedings  in  Docket  No.  R-338. 


Suggested  general  undertaking  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Order  No.  377: 

Before  the  Fbderal  Power  Commission 

(Name  of  Respondent - ) 

GENERAL  UNDERTAKING  OF  (NAME  OF  RESPOND¬ 
ENT)  TO  COMPLY  WITH  REFUNDING  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  PROVISIONS  OF  SECTION  154.102  OF 
THE  commission’s  REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE 
NATURAL  GAS  ACT 

(Name  of  Respondent)  hereby  agrees  to 
comply  with  the  refunding  and  reporting 
provisions  of  section  154.102  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  Insofar  as  they  are  applicable  to  any 
present  and  future  rate  Increases  suspended 
under  section  4(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  collected  subject  to  refund  thereunder 
and  has  caused  this  undertaking  to  be  ex¬ 
ecuted  and  sealed  in  its  name  by  a  duly  au¬ 
thorized  officer  this - day  of - , 

196—. 

(Name  of  Respondent) 
By _ 

Attest: 


IF.R.  Doc.  69-12444,  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[H.C.  No.  45] 

NORTHERN  FINANCIAL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  for 
Approval  of  Acquisition  of  Control 
of  the  Akron  Savings  and  Loan  Co. 

October  16,  1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration  has  received  an  application 
from  the  Northern  Financial  Corp., 
Akron,  Ohio,  for  approval  of  acquisition 
of  control  of  the  Akron  Savings  and 
Loan  Co.,  Akron,  Ohio,  an  insured  insti¬ 
tution,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
408(e)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended  (12  U.S.C.  1730(a)),  and 
S  584.4  of  the  regulations  for  Savings  and 
Loan  Holding  Companies.  The  acquisi¬ 
tion  is  to  be  effected  by  the  transfer  of 
99.96  percent  of  the  guarantee  stock  of 
the  Akron  Savings  and  Loan  Co.,  held 
by  Fidelity  Corp.  (a  savings  and  loan 


holding  company  which  has  organized 
Northern  Financial  Corp.)  to  Northern 
Financial  Corp.  in  exchange  for  stock  of 
Northern  Financial  Corp.  Following  the 
transfer.  Fidelity  Corp.  proposes  to  make 
a  public  offering  of  approximately  90 
percent  of  Northern  Financial  Corp.’s 
outstanding  stock  and  to  retain  approxi¬ 
mately  10  percent  thereof.  Comments 
on  the  proposed  acquisition  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Ex¬ 
aminations  and  Supervision,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20552,  within  30  days  of  the  date 
this  notice  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

[seal]  Jack  Carter, 

Secretary, 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12554;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 

[H.C.  No.  46] 

PACIFIC  COAST  HOLDINGS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  for 
Permission  To  Acquire  Control  of 
Marin  County  Savings  and  Loan 
Association 

October  16,  1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration  has  received  an  application 
from  the  Pacific  Coast  Holdings,  Inc., 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  for  approval  of 
the  acquisition  of  control  of  the  Marin 
County  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
San  Rafael,  Calif.,  an  insured  institu¬ 
tion,  imder  the  provisions  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  National  Housing  Act,  as 
amended  (12  UB.C.  1730(a) ) ,  and  §  584.4 
of  the  regulations  for  Savings  and  Loan 
Holding  Companies,  said  acquisition  to 
be  effected  by  the  acquisition  of  all  of 
the  guarantee  stock  of  Marin  County 
Savings  and  Loan  Association  from 
Marin  County  Financial  Corp.,  in  ex¬ 
change  for  common  stock  of  Pacific 
Coast  Holdings,  Inc.  Following  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  Marin  County  will  be 
merged  into  San  Mateo  Mutual  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  San  Mateo,  Calif., 
an  insured  subsidiary  of  Pacific  Coast 
Holdings,  Inc.  Comments  on  the  pro¬ 


posed  acquisition  should  be  submitted 
to  the  Director,  Office  of  Examinations 
and  Supervision,  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20552, 
within  30  days  of  the  date  this  notice 
appears  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Jack  Carter, 

Secretary, 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12655;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:47  ajn.] 


Civil  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
a  Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  section  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12545;  FUed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CENTRAL  BANKING  SYSTEM,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Approval  of 

Acquisition  of  Shares  of  Bank 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application 
has  been  made,  pursuant  to  section  3(a) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)),  by  Central 
Banking  System,  Inc.,  which  is  a  bank 
holding  company  located  in  Oakland, 
Calif.,  for  prior  approval  by  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  acquisition  by  Appli¬ 
cant  of  51  percent  or  more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Tahoe  National  Bank,  South 
Lake  Tahoe,  Calif. 

Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Board  shall  not  approve; 

(1)  any  acquisition  or  merger  or  con¬ 
solidation  under  section  3  which  would 
result  in  a  monopoly,  or  which  would  be 
in  furtherance  of  any  combination  or 
conspiracy  to  monopolize  or  to  attempt  to 
monopolize  the  business  of  banking  in 
any  part  of  the  United  States,  or 

(2)  any  other  proposed  acquisition  or 
merger  or  consolidation  under  section  3 
whose  effect  in  any  section  of  the  country 
may  be  substantially  to  lessen  competi¬ 
tion,  or  to  tend  to  create  a  monopoly,  or 
which  in  any  other  manner  would  be  in 
restraint  of  trade,  unless  the  Board  finds 
that  the  anticompetitive  effects  of  the 
proposed  transaction  are  clearly  out¬ 
weighed  in  the  public  interest  by  the 
probable  effect  of  the  transaction  in 
meeting  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  community  to  be  served. 
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Section  3(c)  further  provides  that,  in 
every  case,  the  Board  shall  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  financial  and  managerial 
resources  and  future  prospects  of  the 
company  or  companies  and  the  banks 
concerned,  and  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served. 

Not  later  than  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  comments  and  views  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  acquisition  may  be 
filed  with  the  Board.  Communications 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
The  application  may  be  inspected  at  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San  Francisco. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  October  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors. 

[SEAL]  Robert  P.  Forrestal, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12567;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


BANK  SECURITIES,  INC.  (NSL) 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 
Stock  by  Bank  Holding  Company 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Bank  Securities,  Inc.  (NSL),  of  Alama- 
gordo,  N.  Mex.,  for  approval  of  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  77  percent  or  more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  American  Bank  of  Carlsbad, 
Carlsbad,  N.  Mex. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  and  §  222.3 
(a)  of  Federal  Reserve  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  222.3(a)),  an  application  by  Bank 
Securities,  Inc.  (NSL) ,  Alamagordo, 
N.  Mex.,  a  registered  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany,  for  the  Board’s  prior  approval  of 
the  acquisition  of  77  percent  or  more  of 
the  voting  shares  of  American  Bank  of 
Carlsbad,  Carlsbad,  N.  Mex. 

As  required  by  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act,  the  Board  gave  written  notice  of 
receipt  of  the  application  to  the  New 
Mexico  Commissioner  of  Banking,  and 
requested  his  views  and  recommendation. 
The  Commissioner  expressed  views  fa¬ 
vorable  to  approval  of  the  application. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  27,  1969  (34  F.R.  13712),  provid¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  for  interested  per¬ 
sons  to  submit  comments  and  views  with 
respect  to  the  proposal.  A  copy  of  the 
appUcation  was  forwarded  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Justice  for  its  considera¬ 
tion.  Time  for  filing  comments  and  views 
has  expired  and  all  those  received  have 
been  considered  by  the  Board. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  statement'  of 
this  date,  that. said  application  be  and 
hereby  is  approved:  Provided,  That  the 


'  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 


acquisition  so  approved  shall  not  be  con¬ 
summated  (a)  before  the  30th  calendar 
day  following  the  date  of  this  order  or 
(b)  later  than  3  months  after  the  date 
of  this  order,  unless  such  period  is  ex¬ 
tended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board  or  by 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  October  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.’ 

[seal]  Robert  P.  Forrestal, 

.  Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12536;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


SHAWMUT  ASSOCIATION,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 
Stock  by  Bank  Holding  Company 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Shawmut  Association,  Inc.,  Boston, 
Mass.,  for  approval  of  acquisition  of  up 
to  100  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  Bank  and  Trust  Co.  of  Hampden 
County,  Springfield,  Mass. 

There  has  come  before  the  Board  of 
Governors,  pursuant  to  section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1956  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3)),  and  §  222.3 
(a)  of  Federal  Reserve  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  222.3(a) ) ,  an  application  by  Shaw¬ 
mut  Association,  Inc.,  Boston,  Mass.,  a 
registered  bank  holding  company,  for  the 
Board’s  prior  approval  of  the  acquisition 
of  up  to  100  percent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  First  Bank  and  Trust  Co.  of  Hampiden 
County,  Springfield,  Mass. 

As  required  by  section  3(b)  of  the  Act, 
the  Board  gave  written  notice  of  receipt 
of  the  application  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Banks  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts 
and  requested  her  views  and  recommen¬ 
dation  thereon.  In  response,  the  Board 
was  notified  that,  pursuant  to  Massa¬ 
chusetts  law,  and  following  a  hearing  in 
the  matter,  the  Massachusetts  Board  of 
Bank  Incorporation,  of  which  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Banks  is  a  member,  had 
granted  permission  to  Shawmut  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  to  acquire  and  vote  stock  of 
First  Bank  and  Trust  Co.  of  Hampden 
County. 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  20, 1969  (34  F.R.  7935) ,  providing 
an  opportimity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  acquisition.  A  copy  of 
the  application  was  forwarded  to  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Justice  for  its  con¬ 
sideration.  Time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired  and  all  those  received 
have  been  considered  by  the  Board. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  Board’s  statement'  of 
this  date,  that  said  application  be  and 


’Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Martin 
and  Governors  Robertson,  Daane,  Malsel, 
Brimmer,  and  Sherrill.  Absent  and  not  vot¬ 
ing:  Governor  Mitchell. 

’  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  14ie  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C,  20551,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 


hereby  is  approved:  Provided.  That  the 
acquisition  so  approved  shall  not  be  con¬ 
summated  (a)  before  the  30th  calendar 
day  following  the  date  of  this  order,  or 
(b)  later  than  3  months  after  the  date  of 
this  order,  unless  such  period  is  extend¬ 
ed  for  good  cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  October  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.’ 

[seal]  Robert  P.  Forrestal, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12537;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 

OFHCE  OF  EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major 
Disaster 

Notice  of  major  disaster  for  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  dated  August  25,  1969, 
and  published  August  30,  1969  (34  F.R. 
13956)  is  hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  county  among  those  coimties 
determined  to  have  been  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  catastrophe  declared  a  ma¬ 
jor  disaster  by  the  President  in  his  dec¬ 
laration  of  August  19,  1969: 

Pike. 

Dated:  October  14,  1969. 

G.  A.  Lincoln, 

Director, 

Office  of  Emergency  Preparedness. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12528;  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

October  16, 1969. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1100.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  41788 — Grain  products  and 
related  articles  to  Reserve,  La.  Filed  by 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  agent 
(No.  B-94),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  grain  products  and  related  arti¬ 
cles,  in  carloads,  as  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication,  from  points  in  southwestern 


’Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Martin 
and  Governors  Mitchell,  Daane,  Malsel,  Brim¬ 
mer  and  Sherrill.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Governor  Robertson. 
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and  western  trunkline  territories,  to 
Reserve,  La. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs — Supplement  55  to  The  Atchi¬ 
son,  Topeka,  and  Santa  Pe  Railway  Co. 
tariff  ICC  15044,  and  nine  other  sched¬ 
ules  listed  in  the  application. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Etoc.  69-12552:  Filed,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Notice  No.  430] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October  16,  1969. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereimder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below: 


NOTICES 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  r^es  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  numbered  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  order 
in  that  proceeding  pending  its  disposi¬ 
tion.  The  matters  relied  upon  by  peti¬ 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-71658.  By  order  of  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Duffy  &  Perham 
Bus  Lines,  Inc.,  Malone,  N.Y.,  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-1 16851  issued  November 
13, 1964,  to  Bernard  F.  Duffy  and  Mildred 
D.  Perham,  doing  business  as  Duffy  Per¬ 
ham  Bus  Lines,  Malone,  N.Y.,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  tranportation  of :  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  round  trip  charter  op¬ 
erations  between  points  on  the  United 
States-Canadian  Border  line,  and  spec¬ 
ified  points  in  New  York,  N.Y.  John  J. 


Brady,  Jr.,  75  State  Street,  Albany,  N.Y. 
12207,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-71671.  By  order  of  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Sunderman 
Transfer,  Inc.,  Windom,  Minn.,  of  per¬ 
mits  Nos.  MC-125103  (Sub-No.  1)  and 
(Sub-No.  3)  issued  October  22,  1963  and 
Jime  21,  1965,  respectively,  to  P,  A.  Iver¬ 
son,  Windom,  Minn.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of:  Fresh  and  frozen 
meats,  and  meats,  meat  products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  by  the  Commission, 
from  Windom,  Minn.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  and  portions  of  the  eastern  United 
States.  Charles  E.  Nieman,  1160  North¬ 
western  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55402,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12553:  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969: 

8:46  a.m.] 
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